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XIQIIT kEVERBNO SEK, 

ON perusing the Reply, lately published, to a Churchman's Letterto 
you, I observed that it represented me as being the writer of that letter. 
It appeared to rae, that they who should read and attend to the coih 
tents or them both, would not be at a loss to estimate their relalire 
merits ; and that the necessity, and perhaps propnety, of replying to 
that answer, might be questioned. 

It being at length ascertained, that you avow yourself the au- 
thor ofthat answer, I do not hesitate to admit that ihe Letter to which 
it b a reply, was written by me. In that pamphlet you have taken 
liberties with my personal character, which neither became the respect 
due toyourown,n*r the justice due to mine. Invectives from the pen 
of a Bishop, naturally excite inquiry and attention, and therefore, can- 
not with propriety be consigned, like anonymous obloquy, to silent 
contempt. 

The frequent reviews of Episcopal addresses, both in England and 
in this country, prove that these publications are not deemed too sacred 
to be subjected to the investigation of criticism; and a review in the 
Christian Journal (a magazine enjoying your immediate patronage) of 
a pastoral letter by Bishop Griswold, in which the Bishop is said " to 
"have confused and bewildered a plain subject,"* evinces that the coo- 
ductors of that Journal do not deem it inconsistent with the obligaticon 
of a Churchman, to animadvert, in strong terras, on the official ad- 
dresses of the Bishops of his Church. Bishop Griswold in his reply 
observes, " What is published to the world b open to criticism, and it Is 
"just and desirable that the errors of those who pretend to teach otfaen, 
•' should be detected and exposed. I claim no exemption from censure.'*!' 
* Pot Jnpuiry, lBi2. f Christian JournsI, Jul?, 1822. 
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In venturing, therefore, to criticise your late Address, I did not arro- 
gate a doubtful or disputed right, nor commit an act unsanctioned by 

precedent. 

My review of your official Address was in the form of a letter ; but 
that letter was anonymous, because I was under no obligations what- 
ever to attach my name to it, and because the arguments and facts con- 
tsuned in it, had no possible connexion with the name or character of 
its author. 

In your Reply however, you have seen fit to disregard all the cour- 
tesies usually paid to anonymous opponents ; and you acknowledge 
that you present me ^^ in propria persona," and charitably declare 
that your reluctance in thus presenting me, ^^ is much diminished, by 
<< the consideration that if my ^^ character is not much mistaken, a 
^^ ruling passion in the human breast is highly flattered by being even 
^ thus pointed out as the author of a letter to the Right Rev. Bishop 
*' Hobart." To what passion is to be attributed the open avowal of the 
publication I am now considering, you have not thought proper to in- 
form us ; but it is fair to presume, that had you supposed that my name 
could add weight to my arguments, you would not have exposed it ^ 
and that had you not expected that your name would give effect to the 
Reply, you would have concealed it. 

As if fearful lest your personalities should not be understood, you 
multiply and reiterate them. You not only drag me personally before 
the public, but you draw along with me my family, my pastor, and my 
congregation. 

It is difficult to understand how the soundness of your arguments, or 

the fidlacy of mtite, is affected by your assertions, that when compara- 

tivi^ a boy, the author of the Letter appeared in the Convention, and 

^* proclaimed his opinions with a pertness, a boldness, and a dogmatism 

.*' that confounded and astonished his auditors" — ^that his ^^ hostility 4p 

^ Bishop Hobart, commencmg with hb appointment to the Episcopate 

^ in 1811, has been manifested at every opportunity to the present 

i^day''— ^ that he then commenced the work of meddling and of mis- 

^* chief —^ that he is cme who will ne?er be quiet until he becomes the 

^ Bishop of Bishops," — ^that he is << elated by an adventitious dr- 

^' cumstanoe— no man has any merit in being bom with a particular 

^' iMMie— and inordinately vain of some readiness, flippancy, and 

« command of language'' — that you ^^ can find no account of any 

" miAiionary contributions from the parish of Bedford 5 but that as 
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" soon as missionary exertions are to be commenced out of the diocess, 
" a contribution is raised by three individuals of the pariah of $150," 
and that "yet this congregation permitted their Rector, a very ezcel- 
** lent and amiable man, to drudge through the streets of New- 
" York, collecting petty subscriptions to build him a parsonage 
" bouse."* 

Invective Sir, is a cheap, and often a very convenient substitute for 
argument ; but it b a substitute which ought not to be used by one 
whose profession and office peculiarly require him to enforce, by ex- 
ample as w^ as precept, the scriptural injunction, " Let all bitter- 
" ness, and wrath, and anger, and clamour, fuid evil quaking, be put 
" away from you." 

The personal reflections in which you have thou|^t proper to in- 
dulge, may, it is true, assist in drawing the attention of your readers 
from the real merits of the question at issue; but they will hardly be 
considered as a happy illustration of the rules you have given for the 
management of religious controversy. In your Companion for the 
Feslivab and Fasts, page 318, 1 And the following: 

" Q. How ought religious controversy to be conducted ? 

" A, Religious controversy should be conducted with a single deurV 
*' to the discovery of truth, without any aim at victory oVer our opptfi 

" BUhop Hobart it KeDU, thought it more expedieol to suffer hia Tcaden to 

amuie tbeuucliei with lurmiiea respecting the denominali'm by wbicb tbe " mi*- 
aioDBry eiertioas," to which be alludes, Trtn coaducled, ihan to iorDnn them 
what he kntw to b« the fact, that the Society to which theie Ihree indiriduale had 
preiumed to contribute Jllao, wbi the Domeilic aud Foreign MiBaioDHr; Socie- 
ty, eitablbhed by the Generat Conventioa of Hie Epiicopnl Church, embraGing- 
every Dioceia, and numbering the Bishop himseir among its Vice-Presidents. 
The names or these contributors (tnoorwbom are ladiii) hacing been published 
by |he Society, the Bishop knew that they were members of my family, and beoce 
Ibe insiouation against them, implied in hia remark, resperting their Rector. It 
b difficult lo understand what tbe erection of a parsonage house at Bedfoid bad 
to do with the question about Bible Societies ; bul it is easy to perceive that the 
Bishop intended to convey the impression, that these iadividusls bad not afforded 

insinuation, he well knew, delicacy would restrain them from refuting. Bishop 
Hobart may inquire of their amiable and excellent Fastor, whether their aids to- 
wards the erection of that house have been paninionious, and his answer will 
^ve tbe Bishop an opportunity of discovering, that facta and in 
tinayt accord. 




^< nents, or at the reputation of superiour learning and knowledge ; 
^^ without casting contempt or scorn upon those who oppose us.'' &c. 

It cannot^ however, be denied, that the course you have pursued in 
3'our Reply affords strong confirmation of the truth of your remark on 
another occasion. ^^ When the most potent champion of a cause re- 
<^ sorts to such disingenuous arts, and at the outset attempts to rouse 
^' prejudice and passion, there is, at least, strong presumption that the 
*^ cause is a weak one."* 

• For the professed purpose of reviewing the contents of my Letter, 
you have seen fit to arrange them in seven classes, which you desig- 
nate in capitals Misrepresentations, Fallacies, Rhapsodies and 
Ostentation — Intolerance, Want op Delicacy, Disingenuous- 
NESs, Ungentlemanly and Unchristian. 

When Sir, you charge me with being vain, pert, proud of my name, 
&c. &c. silence is the only answer which such aspersions deserve; but 
when I am charged by a gentleman of your influence and station, with 
conduct unbecoming a gentleman and a Christian, I should indeed 
possess the vanity you ascribe to me, were I to imagine that my name 
or character were a sufficient answer to your accusation. I have 
been most unexpectedly and most painfully brought by you before the 
public, accused of offences which, if committed, would justly deprive 
me of confidence and esteem, and perhaps injure the very cause I have 
attempted to defend. Under these circumstances I trust that, at least^ 
the public, if not yourself, will impute this vindication of my conduct 
to the very opposite of that passion which you suppose predominant in 
'toy breast ; and that they will discover, in my avowal of this Letter, 
not an instance of vanity, but a consciousness of the integrity of my 
motives, and a belief that it is more manly, and perhaps more delicate, 
to defend myself in propria persona^ than under a mask, however 
transparent. 

On reviewing the Letter which has given you so much offence, I am 
at a loss to discover those indecorums which you regard, as justifying 
the use of language which most gentlemen would have deemed forbid- 
den by the respect due to themselves, if not to their opponent. That 
I animadverted freely on the sentiments and assertions contained in 
your official publications, I have no wish to deny; but that I impeach- 
ed your motives, or made the sKghtest insinuations against the purity 

* Apology for Apostolic Order, page 86. 



snd correctness of your prirate character, cannot be pretended. While' 
speaking of the activi^ of your opposition to Bible Societies, 1 ad- 
mitted that it had been " always free from offensive personalities;" 
snd I also remarked, " while you have not scrupled frankly and publtc- 
"ly to impute to Bible Societies an unscriptural character and dangerous 
" tendency, you have refrained from impeaching the motives of their 
" supporters, and have uniformly conducted the controrersy with the 
" forbearance of a Chrbtian, and the urbanity of a Gentleman." On 
the subject of the obedience due by the Clergy to their Bishop, I say, 
" 1 am far from imputing to you Sir, the assumption of a right to 
"dictate to your Clergy." I give you and the opponents of Bible 36cie- 
ties, credit for " good intentions," although I remark that such inten- 
tions do not invariably lead to judicious conduct. 1 declare that " I am 
" very far from impeaching the sincerity with which you disclaim the 
" imputation of being unfriendly to the distributions of the oracles of 
*' truth," although I contend that you do in fact, " although unintention- 
" aUy" oppose it. I admit that " a sense of dtity, no doubt, prompt- 
" ed you to endeavour to prevent the union of Episcopalians in these 
" institutions," and I prayed that you would " ejtend to me the same 
" indulgence you claim yourself for an independent compliance with a 
'' sense of du^," This prayer however, you refuse to grant ; and far 
from thinking it possible, that in defending the cause of the Bible So- 
ciety, I may be influenced by a sense of duty, my conduct is ascribed 
to hostility to yourself, and to inordinate vanity. 

If by hostility to yourself, you mean a difference in opinion from 
you on certain subjects connected with our church, I must with several 
of our Bishops, and many of the Clergy, pledd guilty to the charge ; 
but if you intend personal enmity, I am utterly unconscious of having 
harboured m my breast any unfriendly feelings towards you as an in- 
dividual, nor had I until the appearance of your Reply, reason to sus- 
pect that I was the subject of such feelings in your own. 

You accuse me of want of delicacy in my frequent introduction of 
ibe name of the President of the American Bible Society. Had you 
not Sir, given hJm a conspicuous place in your address, it would not 
have been necessary for me to allude to him. It was very obvious from 
the language of that address, that it was particularly pointed at that 
gentleman, and had there been any doubt of your intention, it would 
nowberemovcdby your avowal; (page l6) that "months after" the 
address of the President of the American Bible Society, " Bbhop Ho- 
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in 1822, you say^ ^^ And yet because, months af^enirards, in an official 
'^ address, Bishop Hobart attempted to explain the principles on 
'^ which he acted, in order to vindicate himself from these injurious im- 
'< putations, you accuse him with having < spontaneously, and without 
'< the slightest provocation, attacked Bible Societies tit his charge to 
'* the Convention^. ^^ 

Common fairness Sir, requires, that when by the use of marks of 
quotation you profess to give my words, the quotation should be faith- 
fully made. The sentence you give as mine, is not to be found in the 
Letter. My words were, ^^ spontaneously and without the slightest 
'^ provocation, you have attacked Bible Societies in the public newih 
^^paperSp giving to your accusations against them the sanction of your 
*^ name, and of the sacred office you bear 5'' and I refer in a note to the 
New- York Evening Post, of May 13, 1 8 1 6, six years before the address 
you mention. The instance to which I allude was your newspaper 
address against the American Bible Society, two days after it was or- 
ganized, and before its constitution had issued from the press ; and in 
consequence of this extraordinary precipitancy, and your ignorance of 
the principles on which the institution you were attacking was founded, 
you were led to declare, that ^^ the idea of a National Bible Society, 
*^ which is in fact to represent every part of this extensive country, is 
^* perfectly visionary :'' whereas, had you postponed your address a 
single day, you might have obtained a copy of the constitution, from 
which you would have learnt that the Society was not founded, as you 
bad gratuitously supposed, upon the principle of representation. I am 
yet to learn Sir, that this public attack upon a Society which had not 
yet commenced its operations, was not spontaneous, and ^^ without the 
^^ slightest provocation J^ I was about to enumerate the several pub- 
lic attacks you had made upon Bible Societies, and I stated this as 
having been made spontaneously, and without the slightest provoca- 
tion, and the sentence was concluded with a period. I then com- 
menced a new sentence, as follows : " You have attacked Bible Socie-^ 
'^ ties in a pastoral letter, addressed to the Laity of your Diocess. You 
^^ have attacked Bible Societies in an address before another institution, 
^^ and you have now recently attacked them in your charge to the 
** Convention,^^ 

In page 27 of your Reply^ speaking of the passage I had extracted 
from your pastoral letter, in which you mention, that the Prayer Book 
contains all those portions of Scripture which can be necessary to forni 



OUT laith, r^ulate our obedioice, &c. you say, " You do not affect, 
^'indeed, to believe that the senie you put upon this passage is'tie 
" one m which Biih^ Hobart used it/ and yet you are ' confident it 
'^ it the only one it wiB rationaSy beta's' you compel him to take his 
" choice — he is a stupid man or a bad man." The expressions in 
italics you mark as my words, applied to '^ thi» paamge" from your 
pastoral letto-. Now, Sir, be so good as to turn to the l€th page of 
the Letter, and you will find, immediately afkr the estrad itself, the 
Ibtbwiag declaration. "I have diligently studied the passage now 
*<quoted, and carefully weighed each word and sentence, to extract 
" frnn it, if possible, a different meaning than that which it naturally 
" bears, but alter examining it with a most sincere deeire to under- 
« tfand it in no other tenee than you itUended if to be underBtood, I 
" am consbiuned to infer from it, that, in your opinion, there is no part 
** of Scripture," &c. 

Wonderful indeed Sir is it, that after so explicit a declaration, that 
the sense I put upon this passage was " the sense in whfcb you intend- 
"ed it to be understood." I should stultify myself by admitting that I 
(hd not affect indeed to believe that the smse I put upon this passage 
was the one in which Bishop Hobart used it. You have it is true, 
quoted some of my toorda; while as before, you misrepresent my'' 
meaning. In die 1 8th page of the letter is the paragraph from which 
you have made your tekdion. " I will not affect to believe that the 
"sense in which I have considered your exprcMion, 'the separation of 
** the Church from the word of God/ although the only one I am con- 
" fident which it will rationally bear, is the one in which you used it." 
In this paragraph there is no allusion, direct or indirect, to the " pas- 
"sage" from the Pastoral Letter. I had been showing that the word 
of God might he sepuated from his Church, either by interdicting the 
people the use of it, or by representing it as so unintelligible as to dis- 
courage tbem from reading it ; and as the Church " is a congregation 
(' of faithful men," I insisted that this was the only way in which the 
Word of God could be separated from his Church, although I was sen- 
sible, that you osed the expression in another sense. I confess, Sir, I 
do not ondetstand bow these words, wlien truly quoted, reduce you to 
die alternative of b«ng either a "stupid man or a bad man." But 
with the license you take with the marks of quotation, it is very 
easy for you to involve me in any abcur^ty, or to convict me of any 
fals^ood. 
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In page STj speaking of Hooker, you say ^ it never entered int» hift 
^^ mind to decry, as t^ou doj an authorized interpr^ation of Ged'* 
^' word/' I have never decried, or written against the use of um^ 
mentaries, or the distribution of the Liturgy, and your insinuation li 
nrhoUy gratuitous. 

In page 49 you say, ^^ you further represent him (Bp. Hobart) as at 
^ least insinuating against three of his Presbyters who have supported 
'^ Bible Societies, that they have been less zealous and faithful than 
^^ their brethren who have bowed submissively to his authority," an4 
again, ^^ the zeal and fidelity of the Rector of St. Greorge's in the dis* 
'^ charge of parochial duties he never, as I believe, impeached. Ymup 
^^ insinuation to the contrary ^ that he did so, b incorrect and ifratni* 
*^ tous." Well, indeed Sir, may you ask what is my proof of your 
having ^^ made these charges and insinuations ;" charges and insinua« 
lions which I never imputed to you, and which, when I wrote my let« 
ter, I had no idea your own sense of propriety would ever permit you 
to make. I did not then believe Sir, that you would 4escend froai 
your elevated station to become the accuser of your Presbjrters^ or that 
you, whose duty it is to pronounce sentence, would condescend Sq 
frame tl^e indictnient. 

You have adopted the theory that Bible Societies have a tendency 

to weaken the zeal of Episcopalians for the distinguishing principles 

pf their Church. The application of this theory may, with as much 

propriety, be made to the Bishop of Pennsylvania, or to the Arch* 

bishop of Tuam, ^s to the <^ three Presbyters;" but I never accused 

you of the indecorum of making any individual application of it. The 

truth of this theory, like every other, can only be tested by facts; and 

I accordingly adduce a number of facts to prove that Bible Societies 

)iave not had this tendency in England — I then give facts to prove thai 

they haye not had this tendency in other diocesses in this country; 

sand lastly, I endeavour to prove that they have not had this tendency 

in thb diopess ; and for this purpose I say, ^^ Suffer me to offer the 

•f^ three episcopal Rectors in this city who are connected with the A me? 

f^rican Bible Society, as the representatives of their associates 

f ^ throughout the diocess." This Sir, by no means implies that you 

}iad thrown out in your address, insinuations agaipst these tlure^ Heo 

tors. Such an idea yraa neither expressed nor entertained. 

It would l^e (easy to multiply instances in which) you have gratui- 
^.Q^sly imputed to i^e sentiments and assertions which 1 wholly ^isavoWf 



13 

I will M>v proceed to ejraanne liai mon weigbtjr of the nnny mis- 
tcpreaenUtiou, widi wiuch I am t^ai^ed. 

The fint u &■ foUows : w^ letter, you tdl me, " commences with 
" the misrepresentntioa th«t iw <&<■ oddreet of Bishop Hobart, ' the 
" conduct of Govcractr Jay and General Clarkson is ie[H«iented as 
"«rraaeoutin pritunple, and ii^urkms in its tendency,ao thatcbuttdi 
(( whichitiBMl«iUedlbeyMloi«;duM the Bishops have betrayed their 
"sacrad trust; Hid that a host of l^wen, whose tadents, piety, and 
** rank, raflfict kstreoo our dinrcfa, are sapping her foundations, and 
*' violating tlieir iloty as Christians and as Churduneii'. " 

Again Sir, harc I cause grievomly to complain, of tfae novel use 
yea make of fhe narks of quotation. There js not, as you wdl 
know, any such pasB^;e in my letter ; bet you have taken various de- 
tached sentences, and parts of sentences selected trcm nearly a whole 
p^e, and g^ven tiiein as one oonoected paragraph quoted from the 
letter, and as containing my nimmary uf tfae ctnteiUi of your charge. 
¥ou dte« give tfae pait of your address relating to Bible Societies ; and 
yonr readers, comparing thai with what yon lead tiiem to suppose is 
nty statement of its contents, and not finding in it the assertions which 
I re[Hre*em it as containing, will naturally regHMl me as guilty of ao 
inpudent and pivfligate falsefaood. The ft^loiring is the part of my 
letter fitxa which ysu iiave mac^ your sefecttons. " A document in 
" which the condtict of Goremor iay and General Clarkson is repre- 
" seated as erroneous in principle and injurious in Ks tendency to that 
^ chm^ which it is admitted they adorn, because in the evening of 
*' dteir days, they are labouring to spread the knowledge of that Gos- 
" pel which has been tfae gwde of th^ youth, and is now tfae consola- 
*' tion of their old age — a document in wbidi that mode of dissMoi- 
" Badng idigious truth," (Bible Societies,) " which has been officially 
** and earnestly recommended to the Episcopalians of the United 
** States by their Bisb«ps ia convention, is denramced as a departure 
u ffoga the apostolic isode of propagat'mg Christianity, as calculated 
" to fwoduce iadifierence to the essentials of Christianity, and to weak- 
*< en the zeal of £f»scopatians for the ministry, the worship and dte 
^ ordinances oftheir church, will not, cannot be read with indifference. 
f^ {jpucopalioMs mtut inqvirt, are such men as Governor Jay and 
" Genwal Clarksoa, and a best of oth^v whose pie^, talents, and 
*< raidE, reflect lustre on our church, are they sapiui^ her foundadons, 
f< are tlwyviobitii^tfadcdH^W Christians and as Chucchmes? Have 



g^y^ 



www^w^www^'wm ^^ 



^< nentS; or at the reputation of superiour learning and knowledge ; 
" without casting contempt or scorn upon those who oppose us.'' &c. 

It cannot^ however, be denied, that the course you have pursued in 
your Reply affords strong confirmation of the truth of your remark on 
another occasion. ^^ When the most potent champion of a cause re- 
<< sorts to such disingenuous arts, and at the outset attempts to rouse 
^^ prejudice and passion, there is, at least, strong presumption that the 
-** cause is a weak one.''* 

• For the professed purpose of reviewing the contents of my Letter, 
you have seen fit to arrange them in seven classes, which you desig- 
nate in capitals Misrepresentations, Fallacies, Rhapsodies and 
Ostentation — Intolerance, Want op Delicacy, Disingbnuous- 
NEss, Ungentlemanly and Unchristian. 

When Sir, you charge me with being vain, pert, proud of my name, 
&c. &c. silence is the only answer which such aspersions deserve; bat 
when I am charged by a gentleman of your influence and station, with 
conduct unbecoming a gentleman and a Christian, I should indeed 
possess the vanity you ascribe to me, were I to imagine that my name 
or character were a sufficient answer to youi accusation. I have 
been most unexpectedly and most painfully brought by you before the 
public, accused of ofl*ences which, if committed, would justly deprive 
me of confidence and esteem, and perhaps injure the very cause I have 
attempted to defend. Under these circumstances I trust that, at least^ 
the public, if not yourself, will impute this vindication of my conduct 
to the very opposite of that passion which you suppose predominant in 
tny breast ; and that they will discover, in my avowal of this Letter, 
not an instance of vanity, but a consciousness of the integrity of my 
motives, and a belief that it is more manly, and perhaps more delicate, 
to defend myself in propria persona^ than under a mask, however 
transparent. 

On reviewing the Letter which has given you so much offence, I am 
at a loss to discover those indecorums which you regard, as justifying 
the use of language which most gentlemen would have deemed forbid- 
den by the respect due to themselves, if not to their opponent That 
I animadverted freely on the sentiments and assertions contained in 
your official publications, I have no wish to deny; but that I impeach- 
ed your motives, or made the slightest insinuations against the purity 

* Apology for Apostolic Onler, pof^e 9d 
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Bible Socte^,'woiild take it for granted, that he wds opposed to Bi' 
ble Societies as well as yourself. Tliis conclusion may be erroneous, 
but a hlae conclusion, is not necessarUy a breach of veracity. 

You compiaia of my expression, " happily the copy from which yon 
" quote, is not the only one which has reached New- York ;" and state 
that Bishop White's address was published in the Christian Journal. 
Believing it to be always more honourable to acknowledge than de- 
fend an eiTor, I admit that your complaint is, in this instance, well 
founded ; unce the expression conveys an idea, which the publication in 
the Journal certainly rebuts. I owe it however toimyself, to mention 
that at the time the ofiensive expression was written, 1 did not know 
that the Bishop's Address had been republished in New- York; and that 
I quoted trom a manuscript extract which, as I believed, had been 
transcribed from a Philadelphia copy. Before the Letter went to press 
I saw the Address in the Journal, and the expression ought instantly to 
have been expunged; and it certainly would have been, had the pro- 
priety of doing so occurred to me then, as it does now. 

I observed in the Letter, " it is believed that Bishop White's re-' 
" marks, respecting an admixture of administrations, arose from the 
" circumstance of a Presbyterian Clergyman having preached from an 
" Episcopal pulpit, shortly before the sitting of the Convention.'* 
Without denying the occurrence alluded to, you accuse me of misr^we* 
sentation, hacaute Bishop White brings forward his remarks as " ma- 
" tured by the limg experience of hu ministry." I confess I see no 
reason, why a particular iccasion may not call forth, or hasteh, the ex- 
pression of opinions "matured by long experience ;" and I am unable 
to discover the alleged misrepresentations. 

I am also guilty of misrepresentation, because I say you oflodbnl 
Bible Societies; by which you are pleased to say, I " evidendy mean 
" an unprovoked, and unnecessary, and violent attempt to espose and 
" injure these institutions ;" and you declare, that in this sense you 
have " made no attack upon Bible Societies." I must protest against 
your affixing your own definitions to my expressions, and then proving 
that my expressions, according to those definitions, are incorrect. With 
your views, you may deem no attempt to expose and injure these in- 
stitutions uniiece«8ary,- and whether you have made any that is vio- 
lent and unprovoked, will be seen hereafter. 

I quoted ^owr of your official publications, in which you express 
your opinion of the mischievous and dangerous tendency of these So- 
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cieties. I never heard, or imagined, that the two first of these were 
attributable to any provocation you had received; and of the necessitjr 
of any of them, different opinions will be entertained. That t&ese 
publications were violent, if by that term you mean rude, has never 
been asscirted. But Sir, you are, I believe, distinguished above every 
Ph)testant Bishop in the world, by the frequency of your pnblicationsr 
against Bible Societies ; and you ought to be neither offended nor smv 
prised, that these Societies^ as you might have anticipated, have found 
defenders. 

Another misrepresentation, which you are pleased to say pervades 
my Letter, is, ^^ that Bbhop Hobart is opposed to the distribution of 
** the Bible ;'' and yet T expressly declare, ** I am very fer from ia- 
'^ peaching the sincerity with which you disclaim the imputation of 
^ being unfriendly to the distribution of the oracles of truth ;'' and I 
endeavour to show that Bible Societies are such efficient instruments 
for die distribution of these oracles, that in opposing the use of these 
instruments ^' You are in fact, although uninientiorudij^y porsoing the 
very conduct you disavow.'' Admitting the reasoning to be bad, where 
is the misrepresentation ? 

I am next charged with misrepresentation, for imputing to jroti *a 
'^diiqparagement of the Sacred Volume, a desire to supersede it by a 
<< substitute, and an' attempt, by indirect means, to pull it out of the 
<^ people's hands." And you ask, ^^ and what is your preof ? merefy 
^^ that he cuserted the utility of the distribution of the Idturgy^ a 
^^ book in which are concentered the faith, the piety, and the wisdom e# 
^^ the Church: from the earliest ages, in connexion with the Bible, as 
^^ the best commentary on its contents, and the digest of its truths most 
*^ entitled to confidence." Dt would have been strange indeed Sir, had 
I inferred from your anxiety to distribute tiie Liturgy, an intention to 
disparage the Sacred Volume, or to provide a substitute for it, when I 
myself propose the formation of Societies for die sole purpose of dis^ 
tributing this very Liturgy. You well know. Sir, that it was on very 
different grounds that I complained of your disparagement of the Sa- 
cred Volume. It was because, in a solemn address to the Laity of 
your Church, you told them, that ^< he who will read the portions of 
^^ sacred writ contained in the Book of Common Prayer, and in die 
^^ offices usually connected with it, will become acquainted widi every 
^^ part of iScrtptere, arranged in perspicuous and impresave order, 
^^ which can be neceeeary to form bis fiuth, to r^ulUte his obedience^ 
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*' to inspire his hopes, and to guide lug devotloas. W^ distribute^ theitf 
" the Holy Scriptures in tie Manner bewt calcHlaied to diffuse a know- 
" ledge of their sacred contents, when ve distribute the Book of Com:- 
" mon Prayer.'' The tendency of this passage I did consider dis" 
paraging to the Sacred Volume, because il implied that, comparatively, 
a small portion of its contents were necessary. The passage was fair- . 
ly quoted, and the reasons for my opinion were given at full length,and 
of the soundness of these reasons my readere could judge for them- 
selves ; and I had put them in possession of extracts from your writ- 
ings, from which they learot that you were not opposed to the distribu- 
tion of the Bible, but only required that it should be circulated in con- 
junction with the Prayer Book. In all this 1 can discover no design to 
misrepresent. You now say, that the parts of Scripture omitted in 
the Prayer Book, although not strictly necessary, are useful. Had this 
distinction been made in the Pastoral Letter, my remarks on the pas- 
sage would have been different ; hut I am still at a loss to understand 
why " we distribute the Holy Scriptures in the manner best calculated 
" to promote a knowledge of their sacred contents," when we diatri- 
bnte a book which, even admitting it to contain what is strictly neces- 
sary, confessedly omits the greater portion of what is useful. 

The next misrepresentation with which I am charged is, "that 
" Bishop Hobart, in advocating the distribution of the Book of Com- 
" mon Prayer in conjunction with the Bible, as the best commentary 
*' on its sacred contents, is guilty of the Roman Cathdic error of im- 
** pugning tlje sufficiency of the Scriptures as a rule of faith." 

You do not bring a single quotation to support this charge, and I 
know not where you could have found one. I never denied that the 
Liturgy was a useful accompaniment of the Bible, or ibet the Scrip- 
tures might not be rendered more intelligible by the eflbrts of human 
learning ; and it never entered into my imagination to confound this 
opinion irith " the Roman Catholic eiror of impugning the sufficiency 
of the Scriptures as a rule of laith." 

I did, indeed, condemn the oninion that the Scriptures were so un- 
intelligible that it was a violation ^ common sense to give to a feltov 
creature the revelation of his Maker, unless we also gave him a Prayei! 
Book, to serve as a key to unlock its hidden treasures ; but I never 
believed, nor insinuated, that you did not r^ard the Bible as the only 
rule of faith. 

You BCCHM mc of misrepresenting you, " on the subject of uniting 
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<^ the word and the Charch of God in all efforts for propagating Chris-* 
*^ tianity.'' Of this charge I can find no specification, except the para* 
graph in which, after quoting your words, ^^ in translating and pnbliili^ 
^^ ing the Liturgy in conjunction with the Bible, and distributing them 
'^ throughout the world, we follow the Scriptural plan of evangelizing 
c< it— we present God's Word and Gtxi's Church ;" I speak of this 
language as vague and indefinite, and inquire whetlier the Students in 
your Seminary arc to be taught that the Liturgy <^ constitutes the 
<^ Church of God ?'' You triumphantly ask, << When and where did 
^< he (Bishop Hobart) say that the Liturgy constitutes the Church ?'* 
I answer no where, and I never asserted that you had ; I only asked 
the question to show, in a strong light, that the language was vague and 
indefinite* Our articles declare that ^^ the visible Church of Christ is 
^' a amgregaiion of faithful men^^^ &c. Of course it is very possible 
to translate and publish the Liturgy in conjunction with the Bible, and 
to distribute them throughout the world, without presenting the Cfaurck 
of God. 

You charge me with ^' much misrepresentation concerning the sen* 
'^ timents of the Bishops in England and in this country with respect 
^^ to Bible Societies," and yet you do not contradict one single state- 
ment I made respecting them. You tell me ^^you give a list of the 
^^ Bishops whO| since the year 1804, have supported Bible Societies^ 
<^ and this you oppose to Bishop Hobarfa statement of the Bishops 
^^ who at this period do not support these institutions. This is inge* 
^^ nious^ indeed.'^ To you Sir belongs the praise of ingenuity, for 
making me say what ever you think expedient. I gave a list of all the 
BishopSy as far as I could ascertain them, who had since 1804 publicly 
opposed Bible Societies, and to this Ust^ and not to yours, I opposed a 
list of all the Bishops who within the same period had pubUcly sup* 
ported these institutions. 

You observe, ^^ with respect to the Bishops in this country, you 
<< would convey the impression, that with the exception of Bishop 
<' Hobart, they are aU in favour of Bible Societies ;" and yet I say 
expressly, ^^ it is true Sir, some of ^ur Bishops are not subscribers 
<<to Bible Societies, but I am acquainted with only one who has 
^ opposed them,'' and the accuracy of this assertion you do not deny. 

I am charged with making in a note an unfair quotation firom your 
address to the Convention in 1814. In allusion to the lett^ of the 
House of Bishops recommending Bible Societies, I say in a note <^of 
^ this letter Bishop Hobart thus speaks in his address to the Conven* 
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"lion or 1814, 'This pastoral letter contains such counsel as die 
"situation of the Church seemed to require, and will I trust evidence 
** the solicitude of the Bishops, in their capacity as the spiritual guai- 
"diana of the Church, to promote the diffusion of evangelical piety,as 
" professed in her articles and liturgy, and at the same time to guard 
" against aU methods of effecting this deslrahle end, which are not 
" agreeable to the spint of her apiistoUc and primitive initittdioiu,' 
** It is a little difficult to reconcile the concluding sentiment of this o^ 
*'comtum on the letter of the House of Bishops with the intimaliiHi 
" given in the Bishop's own pastoral letter of the succeeding year, 
" thai by joining these very Societies which the spiritual guardiaiu of 
"the Church hadsounequivocally approved, we would put in jeopardy 
" our apoffolic ministry and primitive and evangeUcdt teoriMp." 
You complain that 1 omitted the following, which completes the sen* 
tence extracted from your address, " and which uniform exp^ence 
" proves is ultimately injurious to those sacred interests which it is the 
*< professed aim of those who may be inclined to these trregvlaritiea 
" to advance." I omitted tlte latter clause of the sentence merely that 
the aimilarity of the concluding words of the first clause, viz. « apoa- 
"tolic and primitive institutions" with the words " apostolic ministry 
" and primitive and evangelical worship" in the extract from your 
pastoral letter, might be the more obvious. Had I added the part 
omitted, the inconsistency would perhaps have been still more appa^ 
rent, because it would then have appeared that Bible Societies were 
not inchided among those irregulariiiei which are not agreeable to the 
spirit of our apostolic and primitive institutions. I therefore humbly 
conceive that my omission of this clause does not afford, as you seem 
to suppose, a flagrant proofofmy" usual art of misrepresenting Bishop 
" Hobart." 

The last instance of my misrepresentations which you adduce is, that 
I misrepresent Bishop Hobart " by the assertion that he has assailed 
" the Episcopalians who support Bible Societies, with the chaige of 
"supporting an institution ' calculated to produce indifference to the 
" essentials of Christianity,' and you declare there is no mention in it 
(the address) of the " essentials of Christianity." 1 never pretended 
that these toords were in the address, nor did I use them as a quota* 
tion, but as the substance of your language. I spoke of your address 
as a document in which "that mode of disseminating religious tnith" 
which A(»JAemrecomm''ndpd by the House of Bishops, was deDoun& 
ed" as calculated to produce indifference to the essentials of Chri» 
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'^ tianity ;'^ and now Sir, what says the address, ^^ They (Bible Socic- 
'^ties) inculcate that general liberality which considers the differencef 
'^ among Christians as nonessential,^* The very complaint implies 
what no one can deny, that there are essential differences among Chrii- 
tians ; and the subjects of these essential differences must be the e^ 
gentials of Christianity, and if t have mistaken your meanmg, it was 
only because it was unintelligible. 

I have thus Sir gone through your long catalogue of my alleged mis- 
representations, and as when I was writing the Letter I was uncoa- 
scious of making any, so it affords me no sipall gratification to find that 
none have been detected, unless I except my remark relative to the 
copy of Bishop White's Address, and for which T have offered an 
explanation, which I hope greatly excuses, if it does not wholly vin- 
dicate me» 

And now. Sir, suffer me to ask whether if I belong, as you broadly 
Iiint, (p. 10,) to that class who are found not merely among Protest- 
ants, but even among ^^ those who sti/le themselves Churchmen^ who 
^^ act upon the principle stigmatized as Jesuitical, that the end justifies 
^^ the means," is it not a little remarkable that in a pamphlet, abound- 
ing, as the Letter does, in no ordinary degree, in facts, in names, in 
dates, in numerical statements, and in quotations, you have not detect- 
ed one falsehood or even one mistake. Your Reply is, in the language 
of the l^w, a complete demurrer. You, tacitly or expressly, adnut 
every fact contained in the Letter, from the first page to the last, aqd 
you deny only my inferences, my interpretations, and my conclusion?. 

My sole object in writing this Letter is to vindicate qay character^ 
not as a writer, or a logician, but as a gentleman and a Christian ; aqd 
J therefore pass by those sections of your Letter, headed in capitals^ 
Fallacies, Rhapsody and Ostentation, and proceed briefly to no- 
tice that designated Intolerance, 

You congratulate yourself that ^^ the intoler9nce which would raise 
'^ the arm of persecution against them, (the opposers of Bible Societies,) 
^^ cannot now be indulged ;" thereby insinuating that the friends of 
Bible Societies want the power, but not the will to persecute ; and in 
the very next sentence you declare, '' there is an intolerance as vindic- 
f^ tive and as injurious, which assails individuals with such misreprC" 
f^ setUationSy and applies to them such epithets as are calculated to ex- 
^^ pose their motives to the severest censure, and to bring their cha- 
ff meters into disrepute,^^ Whether^ Sir^ agreeably to this definition 
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my Letter, or your Iteply* be the most intolerant, must be deuded by 
other judges than ourselves.* 

1 am next accused of DtsiNasNuousNBas ; and the first specification 
mider this charge is, my accusation of " speculatioD, against the Auxi- 
"Ijary New York Bible and (Common Prayt-r iiook Society, us to sell* 
" ing Uibles, when, in iliis rtspeit, they only did what is systematically 
" done by the American Bible Society, sold Bibles to those who wisb- 
■* ed to purchase lliera at a reduced price." 

After giv^g various statements to prove that our Bible and Prayer 
Book Societies, although maintaining the principle that Bibles and 
Prayer Books shuuld be distributed in " conjunction," had, in fact^ 
violated this principle, and had distributed comparatively very tetp 
Bibles, I took occasion in a note to allude to the stereotype edition of 
the Bible, published by this Society, as apparently invalidating my 
statement ; and showed from their own reports that the edition had been 
published not from any difficulty they experienced in procuring Bibles^ 
but with an expectation of selling it at a profit to the Society, and I 
merely observed that this speculation had not succeeded. In another 
pUce, in reference to their doctrine, that to distribute the Scriptures 
without the Liturgy, was to separate the Word and the < hurcbof God, 
I noticed the inconsistency of their selling Bibles to whoever chose to 
purchase themj thus, by theh own act, distributing the Scriptures with* 
out the Liturgy. 

The next instance is, that I " represent Bishop Hobart as opposed 
" to the religious instruction of seamen," " because, as you suppose, 
" he was the writer of some pieces in which Episcopalians are cau- 
*' tinned against contributing to the erection of a church," &c. 

I am Sir, to this day, ignorant of the author of the pieces to which 
you allude, and 1 did not ascribe them to you ; neither did 1 accuse 
either you or him of being opposed to the religious instruction of sea- 
men } but I did represent the wrher as refusing to concur in a proposed 

* See alio Notrii'i Pamphlel 

t Biahop Hoban ■cciuen mc ot ronliJllfliumly sljlinf thii Society " Toanf 
" Genlleinea." I thui ipokR of them, berauie 1 upderatood Ibej were a Ymaig 
Mcd'i Society ; and tbii opiiiloo «u coDfiiuipd by tile laogoage of Bkbop Uo- 
bart't Addreii to them, in which be calli Ihem ibe " Younger part of Society," 
and uyi their uiiduity aad periereTance " leave far behind tbeir fBlhen and 
" their elder brethren." Il ran scarcely be necettary to diiclum all intention of 

ptrtMol oibiice, In conunentlns upon (be corporate procacdii^ of this at otber 
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plan for making sailors Christians, because that plan would not make 
them Episcopalians. 

You likewise complain that I represent you as ^^ indifferent and 
^^ even opposed to the propagation of the (jospel among the Heathen.^' 
I never expressed such an idea, but 1 did give a quotation from your 
Address which I ronsidi^red as justifying me in representing you as 
discouraging the Episcopalians of this diocess from affording any 
'' constant and permanent" aid to the Domestic and Foreign Missiona- 
ry Society of our Church, not because you were opposed to the propa- 
gation of the Gospel among the Heathen, but because such aid would 
interfere with the Missionary system of this diocess, although that sys- 
tem does not contemplate the conversion of Heathens. 

You also tell me, ^' you disingenuously insinuate that the plans of 
<< the diocesan Schools in Maryland and N'irginia, originated since the 
*^ removal of the Greneral Theological Seminary, when you must have 
** known that the measures had been contemplated in those diocesses 
<^ previous to that event." 

I must beg leave to say, that I did not possess the information 
you so confidently ascribe to me ; nor do I now possess any other 
evidence than your implied assertion, that diocesan Seminaries under 
the authority of their respective Conventions (the Semmaries alluded 
to in the Letter) were contemplated in Maryland and Virginia previous 
to the removal of the general Seminary from New-Haven. All I know 
on the subject is, that an Episcopal Clergyman was elected a professor 
in the College of William and Mary in Virginia, who it was said would 
take charge of students in theology, and that a Society was organized 
in that diocess to assist indigent young men who were candidates for 
the ministry ; and that an Epbcopal Clergyman was likewise a pro- 
fessor of theology in the University of Maryland. 

The last instance you adduce of my disingenuousness is, that I 
'' accuse Bishop Hobart of promoting schism, because he advocates 
<' Bible and Common Prayer Book ^Societies in preference to Bible So- 
^ cieties." The passage to which you evidently refer is the following: 
** You inform us Sir m your CatechisBn for confirmation, ^ We also 
^ commit the sin of schism when we promote parties in the Church, 
^ or in any way disturb its peace'- < the Apostles regarded even the 
^ lowest d^ree of schism, making parties and divisions in the Church, 
^ a carnal sin ;' and if on the subject of Bible Societies there be now 
^' parties and dlvbions in the Church, and if her peace be disturbed, to 
*' whom will attach the carnal sin of creating the schism ? to the 



'^ Home of Biihopf who recommended ti)ein,or to die tingle Biifaop 
" who hat denounced them ?" 6y denouncing, I of coune intend (bo 
dangerou* and uoscripturol character you ascribe to institutiomi r^ 
commended by the Houie of Bishops; and I do not I confess perceivs 
the disingenuDUsness of my question, nor do 1 understand how that 
question is answered by your assertion that " the New-York Bible and 
" Common Prayer Book Society was establislied years before die Ame- 
" rican Bible Society ; previously indeed to the establishment of any 
" Bible Society in this State ; might it not be said that the latter were 
" established in opposition to the former, and that they who support 
*' the iatter are goilty of schism ?" 

Thia may indeed be taid, but like many other sayings, it would be a 
libel on truth and common sense. You «-iI1 please to recollect that 
Bible Societies werv formed in Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, and Con- 
necticDt previous to the existence of any Bible and Prayer Book Socie- 
ty in the United States— that notice was given of the intention to form 
a Bible Society in New- York, and the co-operation of Episcopalians 
requested; and that after this notice was given, the New- York Bible 
and Prayer Book Society was hastily got up, and had the start of 
the New-York Bible Society of abont eight weeks, the one being 
formed in September and the other in November, 1809> That in 
1B14 the House of Bishops, including yourself, recommended Bible 
Societies — that in 1815 you commenced your public imposition to 
them, and that in 1816 the American Bible Society wai formed. 
You aeem to admit that the sin of schism rests somewhere j and facts 
mud dates are of some consequence in filing it 

I at length arrive to your concluding charge of " UNCBNTLEUANtt 
"and Unchristian" conduct. 

or thb charge you have given two specifications ; one is, " you arc 
<* pleased to rank Bishop Hobart in his opposition to Bible Societies 
*' with the Pc^, Mr. Cobbett, and the Devil." It would Sir, have 
been more candid, to have described my reference to these persona- 
ges in terms less general and indefinite. How Sh*, do 1 rank you 
trith the Pope, Mr. Cobbett, and the Devil ? — by imputing to you po- 
|Hah or infidel prinriples, or diabolical motives ? Unfortunately yon 
leave your readers to form their own inferences. 

Having taken a survey of the friends of Bible Societies throughout 
the world, and having found that there is no sect, or church in Chris 
tendom, with the exception of that of Rome, that opposes them — that 
on the continent of £un)pe, not a single Bishop of the Russian, Da- 
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vish, or Surcdish churches haK raised his voice against them ; that the 
Bishops of the episcopal church in this country had officially recom- 
mended them ; and that I could hear of but five Bishops now living, 
of the established church in b^ngland, who had publicly opposed them^ 
I was naturally led to inquire what other enemies these institutions had 
to encounter. You had appealed to ^' those in the highest stations of 
'* the Church from which we are descended," to sanction your opposi-' 
tion, and I state an acknowledged and incontrovertible fact, ^^ that both 
^^ in withholding your support from these associations, and in main-' 
'' taining their mischievous and unscriptural character," (not in the 
principles and motives by which you were governed,) " you were act- 
'^ ing with those in the highest stations" of the church of Rome ; and 
in proof of my assertion, I gave extracts from a papal bull, &c. And 
you deem me ungentlemanly and unchristian for stating a truth which 
you do not and cannot contradict. For my own part, I deem it an 
argument of no small weight in favour of Bible Societies, that the only 
church which opposes them, is one which the rest of Christendom 
agrees in pronouncing corrupt. If by using this argument, I have 
violated the obligations of a Christian and a gentleman, I have the 
consolation of knowing that I have not erred alone, but that the cen- 
sure must be shared by numerous advocates of the British and Foreign 
Bible Society, not excepting some of the most respectable prelates of 
the established church. 

It is also,. I think, a very singular fact, and one not unimportant in 
this controversy, that Mr. Cobbett, whose devotion to the memory of 
Thomas Paine proves him to be influenced by motives diametrically 
opposite to your own, should, nevertheless, be found to be your ally, 
although no doubt a very unwelcome one ; and should defend your 
cause by arguments very similar to those used by yourself. 

If it were ungentlemanly and unchristian in me to give extracts 
from the writings of Mr. Cobbett and the Pope, was it not also ungen<« 
tlemanly and unchristian in the Editors of the Christian Observer, 
gentlemen of distinction both in the church and state, to admit a por- 
tion of these very same extracts into their journal for the purpose of 
showing " how closely the several classes of objectors" (to Bible So- 
cieties) " border on each other ?"* 

But you are pleased to say, I rank you with the Devil. You had 
appealed to the Episcopate of the established Church, and I quote the 

^ * Cbristiau Observer, vol. XX. 
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following passage from a speech delivered by a prelate of that verjF 
Church, the Bishop of Cloyne, at a public meeting of a Bible Society 
in Londi)n— *^ Proceed in your exertions gentlemen, God wilt prosper 
" them, and neither our enemies at liome wilh all their pamphlets, nor 
" the Pope himself with all his bulls, nor the great enemy of mon- 
" kiitd, with all his aria, will be able to prevail agunat us." If tha»- 
fore Sir, you have been ranked with the Devil, your complaint should 
be directed not against me, but agamat one of your brethren in the sa- 
cred office. But did I Sir, even in quoting this language, impute to 
you diabolical motives ; and thus, in the general acceptation of the 
term, rftnk you with the Devil ; I concurred, as I believe most people 
will do, wilh the Bishop of Cloyne in the opinion, that the great ene- 
my of mankind is included among the opponents of Bible Societies; 
but [ expressly remarked, " God forbid that 1 should impute to them, 
" the motives by which he himself is unquestionably actuated." 

I also contended, that admitting your repr<'sentations of Bible So- 
deties to be correct; th:it they put in jeopardy our apostolic ministry 
and primitive and evangelical worship — if only in distributing the Bi- 
ble with the Prayer Book, we follow the scriptural plan of evangelizing 
the world — if these societies be erroneous in principle — if they cause 
(lie separation of the church from the word of God — if a due regard 
to principle, sound policy, and even Christian harmony, requires yoa 
to oppose them — then it inevitably follows, that this enemy of mankind 
must be a great friend, and supporter of Bible Societies. The absur- 
dity of the conclusion, is a sound argument against the correctness of 
the premises. The Archbishop of Tuam, evidently taking the same 
view of the objections to Bible Societies, In his address to the Hiber- 
nian Bible Society, alluding to the good which it had effected, ex- 
claimed, " when I see all this, I say. could 1 be so infatuated as to 
*' bring myself to think that this Society were thus casting out devils 
'^ by Beelzebub the jtrtnce of the devils, yet would I not withdrew 
" from it." I trust therefore Sir, you wiU admit, that if by alluding to 
this subject I have been guilty of ungentlemanly and unchristian con- 
duct, I have been seduced by the example of such ungentlemanly and 
unchristian characters, as the most Rev. Archbishop of Tuam, and the 
Right Rev. Lord Bishop of Cloyne. 

The next instance of my ungentlemanly and unchristian conduct 
vhich you adduce, b my having called Mr. Norris ■ blackguard. 
Tfae paawge to which you have reference, is the following : " Think 
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" not Sir, that I have selected these passages for the purpose of ex- 
^' posing their falsehoods, and disproving their atrocious insinuations : 
^^ this task, however easy, I have no intention to assume. It cannot be 
" the duty of the friends of the Bible Society to enter into discussion 
^^ with every blackguard who chooses to slander her ; and her interests 
^^ by no means demand such condescension on the part of her advo- 
^* cates." The epithet of which you complain was of course applied 
in direct reference to his writings from which I had given extracts, 
and not in reference to his personal conduct, of which I knew nothing, 
and to which I made no allusion. 

I was Ignorant of Mr. Norris's personal demeanor ; of the man- 
ner in which he disposed of his wealth ; and of the patronage he en- 
joyed. His manners in private society may for what I know, be 
polished and agreeable : he may be munificent ; and since you vindicate 
his character, I can have no reason to doubt your assertion, that he 
enjoys the confidence of others of the episcopal order : and yet, one 
of the most esteemed members of that order — I mean the venerable 
Bishop of St. Davids, has not scrupled to stigmatize him as a calum- 
niator.* And the conductors of a literary review, distinguished for 
its high moral and religious tone, deny that he is a GENTLEMAN.t 
But Sir, whatever may be the opinions of individuals, I must still in« 
sist, however it may displease you, that his writings justify the epithet 
of which you complain, and by those writings I will be judged. I re- 
fer Sir, to his letter to Lord Liverpool, and to the American .edition of 
that letter which you Sir, thought proper to cause to be republished in 
this country, thus giving an implied sanction to its contents.| I tfust 
Sir, that the following extracts from this pamphlet will afford, not 
merely a full justification of the language I used in respect to its au^ 
thor, but also an apology for many of those expressions in my letter to 
you, which you deem reprehensible. 

* The Bishop of St. Davids, io his tnict << the Bible and the Bible alone the 
<< religion of Protestants," speaking of a work by Mr. Norris against the Bible 
Society, says <* it is so destitute of the demonstration it professes to give ; so de- 
** fective in its premises ; so inconclusive in its inferences, and so reprehensible 
^< in its ealumnits respecting the church members of the Society," that it may 
be left << to its own refutation." 

\ <' Does he" (Mr. Norris) " think to be made a Bishop ? — that would never 
<< do, for an English Bishop ought at least to be a gentleman" 

Eeleciie Revi9tQ. 
X The Bishop's name is not, it is true, on the title-page, as' the American Edi- 
tor; but he has himself avowed his agency in the publication. 



Permit me to cali your attention, in the first instance, to Mr. Norris's 
COMi'AKlSON Of THE BIBLE SOCIETY WITH THE 
ILEUM IN ATI. 

I ought to premise, that Robison,in his proofs of a conspiracy, ihe 
very book quoted by Mr. Norris, deqlares (p. 14) that the llluminati 
were an association formed " for che purpose of rooting out all the re- 
" ligious establishments, and overturning all the existing governments 
" of Europe." Mr, ISorris tells Lord Liverpoo! (p. 7) " Your Lord- 
" ship's acquaintance with the institution" ( british and Foreign Bihie 
Society) " must, from your great engagements, be necessarily limited 
" to what passes under your own eye, when presiding at its public 
*' meetings, and its travelling agitators are such complete adept* in 
"getting up these enccenia, thai there would be as effectual security 
" taken to keep down every expression, look, or gesture, which could 
" excite a tnomenl's jenlnusy in your Lordship's tuind, as the German 
" iUuminees were wont to lake, in their exoteric exhibitions, to repress 
" whatever might give umbrage to their noble or royal patrons." 

In reference to the distinctions between the Parent Institution and its 
Auxiliaries, and thdr Associations, Mr. Norris observes, " In the very 
" higheet degrees of the order (viz. the iHumittees) there were modified 
" mytteriet for those who by their rank, were to serve fc»' a^prolection 
" to its plots without knowing their tendency." {p. 7-) 

" The delicate office of extortioners is assigned over to the Ladies, 
" who are for thb purpose embodied in a sub-society, a male counsellor 
" or two being charged with the duty of regular attendance upon their 
" meetings, to act as a son of safety valve to a machine containing 
" highly efferveacent ingredients." (p. 9-) To (his is added the fol- 
lowing note, " In that horrid letter from Baron Distfurt, under the 
" illuminized designation of Minos to Sebastian, another conspirator, 
"suggesting the plan of a female illuminee association, which a re- 
" corded by Professor Robinson in his proofs of a conspiracy ; the some 
" male overeightf to give the proper tone to the proceedings, is laid 
" down as indispensable. ' Ptolemy's wife must direct them, and she 
" will be tnslructed hy Ptolemy ; and my step-daughter will consult 
"with me; thus we shall confess them, and Insphre them with our 
"sentiments'." 

Speaking of Mr. Dudley's exertions tn the service of the Society, he 
remains, (p. IS,) " Grermon i7funitni»n it appears had in Baron Kni^e 
'* a propagandist of equal energy. He is stated to have b«en next to 
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^'^ Weishaupt, the most serviceable man in the prder, and procured the 
** greatest number of members.'* " He travelled hke a philosopher, 
** from city to city, from lodge to lodge, and even from house to house, 
*^ before his iUuminationj trying to unite masons ; and he now went 
^^ over the same ground to extend the eclectic system, and to gel the 
^ lodges put under the direction of the illuminatij by the choice of 
^^ their master and wardens.'' Robison's proofs, p. 158. 

The following from Robison, will throw some light upon the charac« 
ter of this apostle of infidelity, to whom Mr. Dudley is thus compared : 
** When describing the Christianity of the priest degree, as he ' (Knigge) 
^ had manufactured it, he says, ^ it is all one whether it be true or false, 
^^ we must have it, that we may tickle those who have a hankering for 
<« religion'." (p. 158.) 

}Vlr. Norris, speaking of certsun members of a Bible Society, calls 
them ^^ the thoroughly illumined members — they who are ior going all 
«len?th<." (14) 

The following are some of his 

REMARKS ON FEMALE BIBLE SOCIETIES. 

" The Bible Society began its career by trepanning Ladies into 
^ its asseml>iie8, to be the auditors of its seductive and inflammatory 
<< harangues, and thus it has corrupted a generation, for its own pur-> 
<' poses." (p. 9.) 

" The progress of female demoralizeUion among that portion of the sex 
'^ which has fallen a prey to Bible Society beguilements^ may be traced 
^^ by any one who has had the daily registers of the period within hb 
^^ reach, and sufficient command of time for the investigation : that it 
^^ has been progressive is well known to those who have been observers 
^^ of the developement of the Bible Society's plans." (p. 10.) 

Let us now attend to Mr. Norris^s j 

CHARGES AGAINST INDIVIDUALS, "^-^ 

Mr. Dudley we have already seen compared to Baron Knigge, one 
of the founders of the ijliuninati. He is likewise ^^ the Society ^s serjeant- 
^^ major in the female department," (p. 12,) <^and the chaplain-general 
^' of the Society." (p. 45.) His work on Bible Societies is ^' Bible So* 
ciety craft m^de easy to the meanest cs^acity." (p. 8.) 

Dr. Claudius Buchanan was recommended by '^ certain indications 
^^ pf ts^nt ^nd character" tQ ^^the party self designated evangelical, bb 
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" a vnry prmnishte tfUfrnttfiU for pTOsrrtitiDi: their '*Mi?ns," flnr* he 
*' occupies one of the ni> st distinguishing niches in the BibI? Society's , 
"pantheon." His ' ibifil era oj ligbi bad darkened cmT undereiand- 
"ings." (p. 46.) 

The Rev. Mr, Cunningh;im is " ilie Coriplioeug of the Society." 
(p. 38) 

The Rev. Mr. Cotterill is a "mentally intoxicated panegyrist." 
(p. 411.) 

The Rev. M . Owen, the late Secretary of the Society, " got so far 
" bisi e kimaelfas to fire (he imagination uf the amateurs of religious 
"/■-',, . ,"&c. (p. 47.) 

The Rev. Mr. Charles, f Bui', is "a renegado clei^yman." 

Cp «•) 

" -, HenHpr*"", wh(i though he is now a distinguished character, 
"elevated in tbeSoriety'-i'inn>ilstoadoclor>ite, HndcAroRt('2er/a8acllm- 
''panionofall the excellencies, ruitu' , Hrchimandriies, and Princes of 
"the 1 ussian ni|i! <. n y, of bis Autocratical Majesty himselt, once 
" mnveil I 'h his companion, lei'i i , in a much less splenUJd 

" sphere of life in the Carron iron 'onrlx." fp 53.) 

"Mr. Leander Van E-s has only to pour forth a stream of canting 
"supi'Iii'Ntii.n, throwing in at pri per intervals 'noble Socmi'— 
*' • reverend Suciei \ ' — ' en lent Siici ly'— ' n'agnanimous Society'.^ 
■'and the remittance b ordered agreeably to the prayer of his peti- 
"tion." ,p :.5.) 

The Serampore establishmeot for translating the Scriptures. *' has 
"been happily designated i he ' tptritual »ttam engine of lAeeatt'," 
(p. 55.) 

The London Missionary Society do a certain act to " complete the 
"* - •• (P 34.) 

A certain pledge given by Mr. Paterson '* appears to have been 
''deemed in Bi6/e5octefjrc(M«i«fry more honoured in the breach than 
" in he observanc ," ami the Bible Society in .<t. Petersburgh is a 
" vipeb" which the English merchajits in that city bad admitted into 
their bosom, (p. 34.) 

We will now turn to some of Mr. Norris's 

ASSERTIO^S RESPECTING THE BRITISH AND FO- 
REIGN BIBLE SOCIETY. 

"In my conscience I believe thai qi'ietness, peace, and love, have 
" ntdy been assailed by a confederacy from which all chrialiem 
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" peopk have more to dread than is threatened by this institution." 

(p. 1.) 

It is '^ an institution teeming with all the mischief which the pu- 
" ritanical visions ol reformation engendered ; is extensively i herished 
'< under the same mispersuasion that succoured that mother of abomi* 
*^ nations, puritanism, in bringing her burthen to maturity, (p. 29,) 
Bible associations are intended ^^ for the very purpose of bringing these 
^^ very poor under the operation of the squeezing system, and cozening 
"them into weekly contributions." (p. 11.) 

The regulations of the Society relative to female associations, call 
down upon the institution, " the indignation of every man who knows 
" what genuine domestic happiness is, and desires to transmit it to his 
posterity." (p. 12.) 

In reference to the Society's translations of the Scriptures, Mr. 
Norris observes ^^ this spending of its strength at such a distance, when 
<^ there are such crying necessities at home, would be wholly unac- 
" countable, but for the outlandish names of the dialects, which are 
" equally important in ^l financial point of view, with the introduction 
** of foreigners at its public meetings, to interest the Ladies* with 
^' broken English ; or tattooed Esquimaux Indians, to awaken their 
" sensibilities by gestures and contoHions,^^ (p 47.) 

A certain portion of the income of the Society '* was sent totally 
" away from the wants of those out of whom it had been extorted^ to 
*• that terra incognita^ the Society's foreign designs." (p. 14.) 

The Society is guilty of "breach of faith." and*- complex diS" 
^^ honesty is fastened upon it, unmitigated even by a shadow of an ex- 
»*cuse." (p. 17) 

The Society is charged with *' shop keeping trickery." (p. 53.) 

** In the face of all the Bible anecdotes tricked out in such di- 
<* versified particularity, in association reports, I have no hesitation 
** in denying it to have been any where practically demonstrated 
*• that the Bible Society's labours have generally promoted Chris- 
'* tianity 5 or in disputing the theory of this proposition, that there 
<* is any tendency^ in those labours, to promote it through the world." 
(p. 36.) 

** I appeal to your Lordship whether, notwithstanding the great- 
" ly increased exertion of the Church during the period, infidelity 

* It 80 happens, that Ladies are not admitted at the meetings of the British 
and Foreign Bible Society. 



1 



.1 



31 

*' and blasphemer have not been gather'mt; confidence, and spread' 
" ing their coalagion, almott in an tqual degree with Ae Sibte So- 
" ciety'i progreasioH ?" (p. 36.) 

" When the contempt brought upon the Scriptures by the So> 
" ciety's method of distributing them is consideri^d— when more- 
" over its terms ol' communion are added to the accouot. thnt the 
" faith shall be held in diversity instead of thp unity of the spirit; 
" and propagated in discordance instend uf the bond of peace; 
'■ what other issue is to be expected, than that righteousness of 
" life shall aUo be cast away, and the utmost lickktiousness^ 

" BOTH OF OPIHION AND PiACTICK, BE EliTABLISHED." (p. 37 ) 

And now Sir, it will be for Ihe reader to decide, whether I have 
aioned against good breeding, in using plain language, when rpeak- 
ing of a libeller like this. And Sir, is il the man who has caused 
these slanders, (which are as destitute of truth as they are of de- 
cency,) to be republished and circulated, is it fiir him I say to com- 
plain of want of delicacy, and of ungentle manly and uncbriatiaD 
conduct ? 

Is it for him to aver that he has neTcr made an unprovoked, an 
im necessary, and a violent attack on Bible Societies ? U it for him 
to complain of the " injurious imputritions" contained in the Ad' 
dress of the President of the American Bible Society, and meekly 
to declare that he wished >' to guard against the supposition of any 
" design on" his " part lo censure those Episcopalians who deem 
■' these Societies worthy of their support, and the proper channel 
" of their piou* munilicence 1" 

The Rev. Claudius Buchanan, and the Rev. Mr. Owen, were 
already in their graves when you re|iublished this libel: the 
Rev. Mr. Cunningham and the Rev. Mr. Cotteril still live. Ifyoa 
have shown no more regard to the memory of the dead, or the 
character of the living, even in relation to eminently pious and dis- 
tinguished Clergymen of the same communion, your own brothers 
in Christ, than this pamphlet exhibits, surely the respect which 
others may pny to yours, must be owing to their own feelings of 
propriety, and not to any instruction conveyed by your example. 

You are pleased to intimate, that " though doubtless a good r«- 
" publican" 1 seem " very fond of blazoning forth in lengthened 
" Golnmng" the patronage bestowed hy " Kings and Nobles" upon 
Bible Societies. Whatever Sir may be the nature of your repub- 
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Jicaniim, mine I confers is not so stiblini'itf^d as to forbid me. to 
rejoice, that the mighty ones of the earth are mdkins; known that 
ToUinne which i^ the great charter of the rii^ht;* of fOin ; which 
teaches the Ruler his respon^iibility, and the subject his duty ; and 
instructs both in the only true path to happiness here and hereafter. 

You observe, in relation to your oppoj^ition to Bihle Societies, 
** Let it be recollected too, that the question in his view'" (Bishop 
Hobart s) '' is one of principle^ and in such case no man can be 
** accused of arrogancy in acting; according to the best dictates of 
** his judgment, particularly if he gives reasons so plausible as to 
** exempt him from the imputation of acting merely from caprice 
"or self will." 

To the soundness of this maxim I heartily subscribe, and only 
beg that you will not confine its application to yourself It is pos- 
sible Sir, for the question of Bible Societies to be '' one of prin- 
ciple" with a Layman as well as a Bishop ; and if a Bishop, when 
acting contrary to the declared opinions of his Brethren assembled 
in Convention, and indeed of almost the whole Christian world, 
with the exception of the Romish Church, is to be exempted from 
the accusation of arrogance, because he acts according to the best 
dictates of his judgment, a Layman may surely claim a similar 
exemption, when in acting with the spiritual fathers of his church, 
he has the misfortune to differ from a single Bishop. As this ques- 
tion is admitted by you to be one of principle, it is a subject on 
which, by your own confession, I owe you no obedience as mj 
Diocesan : fur you inform us in your Companion for the Festivals 
and Fasts (p 47) that it is only in things ** indifferent" that *' Lay 
*' Christians" owe obedience to their *' spiritual rulers," and 
you will not therefore 1 hope accuse me of contemning your Epis- 
copal authority, because in a question of principle 1 am guided by 
my own conscience, rather than by your advice. 

In my Letter to you Sir, I included among the unhappy conse- 
quences resulting from the opposition to Bible Societies, '* the un- 
<' kind and unchristian feelings which it engenders towards those 
" who adopt different opinions and pursue a different conduct." 
How far my remark is verified by the sp rit and language of your 
Reply, must be lefl to others to determine. 

You think proper to question my attachment to the Church. To 
such an insinuation 1 cannot deign to reply ; but 1 confess that my 
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attachnienl lu tbe Church will cease the moment I diseoTer, that 
in proportion as the Scriptarcs are circulated, her doctrinea are 
derided, and her altars deserted. 

You will h.ive remarked Sir, that I have confined myself in this 
Letter wholly to my own vindication. It is not ray intention to 
offer myself as the champion of the several gentlemen whom you 
have assailed, and ivho ^ttind in no need of my xervicee : neither 
have I any deiiire to prolong the present controversy, and to ex- 
hibit myself, especially on ao public an arena, as your opponent; 
and 1 therefore leave unnoticed, your remarks and your argiimenta 
relative to the American Bible Society. 

The overbearing and assuming affectation of ascendency, which 
is displayed in your pamphlet, is of too little importance to excite 
particular attention ; nor does it appear to me necessary to expa- 
tiate on the ebullilioiis of fermenting passions with which I havebeeo 
;tsEailed. That this cfTervesccnce m»y soon subside, anil be suc- 
i:eeded by an holy composure and tranquillity becoming your pro- 
fession and your office, is the wish of 

Right Reverend Sir. your humble servant, 

WILLIAM JAY. 
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"peopk have more to dread than is threatened by this mstitution." 

. (P- !•) 

It IS '^ an institution teeming with all the mischief which the pu* 
" ritanical visions ol reformation engendered ; is extensively i herished 
*^ under the same mispersuasion that succoured that mother of abomi^ 
^ nations, puritanism, in bringing her burthen to maturity, (p. 29.) 
Bible associations are intended ^^ for the very purpose of bringing these 
<< very poor under the operation of the squeezing system, and cozening 
"them into weekly contributions." (p. 11.) 

The regulations of the Society relative to female associations, call 
down upon the institution, ^^ the indignation of every man who knows 
" what genuine domestic happiness is, and desires to transmit it to his 
posterity." (p. 12.) 

In reference to the Society's translations of the Scriptures, Mr. 
Norris observes ^^ this spending of its strength at such a distance, when 
<^ there are such crying necessities at home, would be wholly unac- 
'< countable, but for the outlandish names of the dialects, which are 
" equally important in di financial point of view, with the introduction 
*' of foreigners at its public meetings, to interest the Ladies'^ with 
^' broken English ; or tattooed Esquimaux Indians, to awaken their 
" sensibilities by gestures and contortions,'^^ (p. 47.) 

A certain portion of the income of the Society ** was sent totally 
" away from the wants of those out of whom it had been extorted, to 
*• that terra incognita^ the Society's foreign designs." (p. 14.) 

The Society is guilty of " breach of faith." and *• complex d%9-' 
^* honesty is fastened upon it, unmitigated even by a shadow of an ex- 
**cuse" (p 17) 

The Society is charged with *' shop keeping trickery." (p. 53.) 

*' In the face of all the Bible anecdote^ iricked out in such di- 
<< versified particularity, in association reports, I have no hesitation 
" in denying: it to have been any where practically demonstrated 
*• that the Bible Society's labours have generally promoted Chris- 
<< tianity ; or in disputing the theory of this proposition, that there 
<* is any tendency^ in those labour)i>,to promote it through the world." 
(p. 36.) 

'* I appeal to your Lordship whether, notwithstanding the great- 
<* ly increased exertion of the Church during the period, infidelity 

* It to happeot, that Ladies are not admitted at the meeting! of the Britith 
and Foreign BiUe Society. 
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'■ and blntphemjp hare not beeo gathering confidence, and spread' 
<■ ing their contagion, atmoif in an eqttal dtgret with the Bible So- 
" ciety'i progrtssiou ?" (p, 36.) 

■■ When the contempt brought upon the Scriptures hy the So> 
" ciet^'s method of distributing them is considered— when niore- 
•' uveriU termB of communion are added to the account. (hHl the 
" faith ghall be held in diveratty instead of thp unity of the spirit; 
" and propagated in diticordance instead of the bond of peace;, 
" what other issue is to be expected, thnn that righteousnesfl of 
" life shall also he cast away, and the utmost lickktiousmbss, 

" BOTH or OPINION ANO FKACTtCB, BE ESTABLISHED." (p. 37 ) 

And now Sir, it will be for the reader to decide, whether I have 
ainned agninst f^ood breeding, in using plain langiiage^when speak- 
ing of a libeller like this. And Sir, is it Ihe man who has caused 
these slanders, (which are as destitute of truth h!i Ifaey are of de- 
cency,) to be republished and circulated, n it for him I say to com- 
plain of want of delicacy, and of ungentlemanly and unchristian 
conduct ? 

Is it for him to aver that he has neter made an unproroked, an 
unnecessary, and a violent attack on Bible Societies ? Is it for him 
to Gomptiiin of the " injurious imputations'" contained in the Ad- 
dress of the President of the American Bible Society, and meekly 
to declare that he wished " to guard against the >>upposition of hdj 
" design on" his " part to censure those Episcopalians who deem 
" these Societies worthy of their support, and the proper chaniisl 
" of their piouA mtinilicence ?" 

Tbe Rev. Claudius Buchanan, and the Rev. Mr. Owen, were 
already in their graves when you republished this libel: the 
Rev. Mr. Cunningham and the Rev. Mr. Cotterit still live. If yon 
have shown no more regard to the memory of (he dt^ad, or tbe 
character of the living, even in relation to eminently pious and dis- 
tinguished Clergymen of the same communion, your own brothers 
in Christ, than this pamphlet exhibits, surely the respect which 
others may pay to yours, must be owing to their own feelings of 
propriety, and not to any instruction conveyed by your example. 

You are pleased to intimate, that " though doubtless a good re- 
" publican," I seem ** very fond of blazoning forth in lengthened 
" columns" the patronage bestowed hy '■ Kings and Nobles" upon 
Bible Societies. Whatever Sir may be the nature of your repub- 
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licanism, miac I confess in not so siiblim-'itpd as to forbid me, to 
rejoice, that the mighty ones of the earth are makins; known that 
Toliime which is the great charter of the ri:^ht!4 of mm ; which 
teaches the Ruler his responsibility, and the subject his duty ; and 

■V 

instructs both in the only true path to happiness here and hereafter. 

You ot>serve, in relation to your opposition to Bii)le Societies, 
" Let it be recollected too, that the question in his view'" (Bishop 
Hobart s) '^ is one of principle, and in such case no man can be 
** accused of arrogancy in acting according to the best dictates of 
*' his judgment, particularly if he gives reasons so plausible as to 
'* exempt him from the imputation of acting merely from caprice 
"or self will." 

To the soundness of this maxim I heartily subscribe, and onlj 
beg that you will not confine its application to your^^elf It is pos-. 
sible Sir, for the question of Bible Societies to be '' one of prin- 
ciple" with a Layman as well as a Bishop ; and if a Bishop, when 
acting contrary to the declared opinions of his Brethren assembled 
in Convention, and indeed of almost the whole Christian world, 
with the exception of the Romish Church, is to be exempted from 
the accusation of arrogance, because he acts according to the best 
dictates of his judgment, a Layman may surely claim a similar 
exemption, when in acting with the spiritual fathers of his church, 
he has the misfortune to differ from a single Bishop. As this ques- 
tion is admitted by you to be one of principle, it is a subject on 
which, by your own confession, I owe you no obedience as mj 
Diocesan ; for you inform us in your Companion for the Festivalf 
and Fasts (p 47) that it is only in things <^ indifferent" that ** Lay 
*• Christians" owe obedience to their " spiritual rulers," and 
you will not therefore 1 hope accuse me of contemning your Epis- 
copal authority, because in a question of principle 1 am guided bj 
my own conscience, rather than by your advice. 

In my Letter to you Sir, I included among the unhappy conse- 
quences resulting from the opposition to Bible Societies, '' the ud- 
** kind and unchristian feelings which it engenders towards those 
** who adopt different opinions and pursue a different conduct." 
How far my remark is verified by the sp rit and language of your 
Reply, mast be lefl to others to determine. 

YoQ think proper to question my attachment to the Church. To 
floch an inainuattoa i cannot deign to reply ; bat 1 confess that my 
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attachmeDt to the Church will cease the moment 1 diseover, thdt 
in proportion as the Scriptures are circulated, her doctrioei are 
derided, and her altars deserted. 

You will have remarked Sir, that I have confined mjself in this 
Letter wholly to my own vindication. It is not my intention to 
offer myself as the champion of the several gentlemen whom yoir 
have assailed, and who stand in no need of my services : neither 
have I any desire to prolong the present controversy, and to ex- 
hibit myself, especially on so public an arena, as your opponent ; 
and I therefore leave unnoticed, your remarks and your arguments 
relative to the American Bible Society. 

The overbearing and assuming affectation of ascendency, which 
is displayed in your pamphlet, is of too little importance to excite 
particular attention ; nor does it appear to me necessary to expa- 
tiate on the ebullitions of fermenting passions with which I have been 
assailed. That this effervescence may soon subside, and be suc- 
ceeded by an holy composure and tranquillity becoming your pro- 
fession and your office, is the wish of 

Right Reverend Sir, your humble servant, 

WILLIAM JAY. 
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^*peopk have more to dread than is threatened by this imtitiition/' 

(p. l.) 

It is ^^ an institution teeming with aU the mischief which the pn- 
^< ritanical visions ol retormation engendered ; is extensively cherished 
^< under the same mispersuasion that succoured that mother of abomi^ 
^ nations^ puritanism, in bringing her burthen to maturity, (p. 29.) 
Bible associations are intended '^ for the very purpose of bringing these 
<< very poor under the operation of the squeezing system, and cozening 
**theni into weekly contributions." (p. 11.) 

The regulations of the Society relative to female associations, call 
down upon the institution, ^^ the indignation of every man who knows 
<^ what genuine domestic happiness is, and desires to transmit it to his 
posterity." (p. 12.) 

In reference to the Society's translations of the Scriptures, Mr, 
Norris observes '^ this spending of its strength at such a distance, when 
<^ there are such crying necessities at home, would be wholly unac- 
'< countable, but for the outlandish names of the dialects, which are 
<^ equally important in ^financial point of view, with the introduction 
^^ of foreigners at its public meetings, to interest the Ladies* with 
^^ broken English ; or tattooed Esquimaux Indians^ to awaken their 
" sensibilities by gestures and contoHionsP (p 47.) 

A certain portion of the income of the Society ** was sent totally 
^* away from the wants of those out of whom it had been extorted^ to 
" thMt terra incognita^ the Society's foreign designs." (p. 14.) 

The Society is guilty of "breach of faith/' and*- complex cK»- 
^* honesty is fastened upon it, unmitigated even by a shadow of an ex* 
••cuse." (p 17) 

The Society is charged with ** shop keeping trickery." (p. 53.) 

** Id the face of all the Bible anecdote** tricked out in such di- 
<< versified particularity, in association reports, I have no hesitatLon 
" in denying it to have been any where practically demonstrated 
" that the Bible Society's labours have generally promoted Chris- 
'< tianity ; or in disputing: the theory of this proposition, that there 
<* is any tendency^ in those labours, to promote it through the world." 
(p. 36.) 

'* I appeal to your Lordship whether^ notwithstanding the great- 
<* ly increased exertion of the Church during the period, infidelity 

* It so happens, that Ladies are not admitted at the meetings of the British 
and Foreign Bible Society. 
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" and MaspheiDj faave not been gathering confidetiGe, and spread' 
" ing their contagion, altaott tn an equal degrtt uiUh tkt Bible So' 
" cUty'i progretnon?" (p. 36.) 

" When the eontempl brought upon the Scriptures by the So- 
" cietj's method of distributing theio is considered— when more- 
" over its terms ofcomiDunion are »dded (o the account, thxl the 
" faith shall be held in diveraity instead of the unily of the spirit; 
" and propagated in dincurdance instead of the hood of peace; 
" what other issue is to be expected, than that righteousness of 
*' life shall also be cast away, and the utmost lickntiousniisSj 

" BOTH or OPIHIOH AND FKACTICF., BE ESTABLISHED." (p. 37 ) 

And now Sir, it will be for the reader to decide, whether I have 
sinned against good breeding, in using plain language, when speak- 
ing of a libeller like this. And Sir, is it the man who has caused 
these slander?, (which are as destitute of truth ax they are of de- 
cency,) tn be republished and circulated, is it for him i say to com- 
plain of want of delicacy, and of ungentlemanly and unchrintiaD 
conduct ? 

Is it for him to aver that be has never made an unprovoked, an 
unnecessary, and a violent attack on Bible Societies ? Is it for hjm 
to complain of the " injurious impiilations" contained in the Ad- 
dress of the Pre^dent of the American Bible Society, and meeklj 
to declare that he wished " to guard against the supposition of an; 
" design on" his " part to censure (hose Episcopalians who deem 
" these Societies worthy of their support, and the proper channel 
" of their pious munificence ?" 

The Rev. Claudius Buchanan, and the Rev. Mr. Owen, were 
already in their graves when you republished this libel: the 
Rev, Mr. Cunningham and the Rev. Mr. Cotteril still live. If you 
have shown no more regard to the memory of the dead, or the 
character of the living, even in relation to eminently pious and dis- 
tinguished Clei^men of the same communion, your own brothers 
in Christ, than this pamphlet exhibits, surely the respect which 
others may pay to yours, must be owing to their own feelings of 
propriety, and not to any instrnclion conveyed by your example. 

You are pleased to intimate, that " though doubtless a good rt- 
*' publican" 1 seem "very fond ofblazonintc forth in lengthened 
" colamns" the patronage bestowed by " Kings and Nobles" lipon 
Bible Societies. Whatever Sir may be the nature of your repub- 
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licanism, mine I confess in not so 8i]b1imat<*d as to forbid me^to 
rejoice, that the mighty ones of the earth are mdkins; known that 
▼olume which U the great charter of the r'lirhin of fn.in ; which 
teaches the Ruler his responsibility, and the subject his duty ; and 
instructs both in the only true path to happiness here and hereaAer. 

You observe, in relation to your opposition to Biide Societies, 
** Let it be recollected too, that the question in his view" (Bishop 
Hobart s) '^ is one of principle^ and in such case no man can be 
** accused of arrogancy in acting according to the best dictates of 
** his judgment, particularly if he gives reasons so plausible as to 
<* exempt him from the imputation of acting merely from caprice 
"or self will.*' 

To the soundness of this maxim I heartily subscribe, and only 
beg that you will not confine its application to your^^elf It is pos- 
sible Sir, for the question of Bible Societies to be '' one of prin- 
ciple'^ with a Layman as well as a Bishop ; and if a Bishop, when 
acting contrary to the declared opinions of his Brethren assembled 
in Convention, and indeed of almost the whole Christian world, 
with the exception of the Romish Church, is to be exempted from 
the accusation of arrogance, because he acts according to the best 
dictates of his judgment, a Layman may surely claim a similar 
exemption, when in acting with the spiritual fathers of his church, 
he has the misfortune to differ from a single Bishop. As this ques- 
tion is admitted by you to be one of principle^ it is a subject on 
which, by your own confession, I owe you no obedience as mj 
Diocesan : for you inform us in your Companion for the Festivals 
and Fasts (p 47) that it is only in things <* indifferent" that '' Lay 
*' Christians" owe obedience to their " spiritual rulers," and 
you will not therefore 1 hope accuse me of contemning your Epis- 
copal authority, because in a question of principle 1 am guided by 
my own conscience, rather than by your advice. 

In my Letter to you Sir, I included among the unhappy conse- 
quences resulting from the opposition to Bible Societies, '* the an- 
** kind and unchristian feelings which it engender* towards those 
** who adopt different opinions and pursue a different conduct." 
How far my remark is verified by the sp rit and langutige of year 
Reply, most be left to others to determine. 

YoQ think proper to question my attachment to the Church. To 
SQch an insinnation i caouot deign to reply ; bat 1 confess that 
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attachment to the Church will cease the moment I diseover, thdt 
in proportion as the Scriptures are circulated, her; doctrinei are 
derided, and her altars deserted. 

Tou will have remarked Sir, that I have confined mjself in this 
Letter wholly to my own vindication. It is not my intention to 
offer myself as the champion of the several gentlemen whom yoir 
have assailed, and who stand in no need of my services : neither 
have I any desire to prolong the present controversy, and to ex- 
hibit myself, especially on so public an arena, as your opponent ; 
and I therefore leave unnoticed, your remarks and your arguments 
relative to the American Bible Society. 

The overbearing and assuming affectation of ascendency, which 
is displayed in Vour pamphlet, is of too little importance to excite 
particular attention ; nor does it appear to me necessary to expa- 
tiate on the ebullitions of fermenting passions with which I have been 
«'is6ailed. That this effervescence may soon subside, and be suc- 
ceeded by an holy composure and tranquillity becoming your pro- 
fession and your office, is the wish of 

Right Reverend Sir, your humble servant, 

WILLIAM JAY. 
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RIGHT RBVERKND SIR, 

AFTER having observed your various and unceasing 
attacks upon , Bible Societies, and that your hostility to them 
had become so virulent as to prompt you to re-publish a ma- 
lignant and scurrilous libel* against them, it appeared to me 
proper, to submit to the consideration of the public, a vindication 
of these institutions from your attacks. 

It was to have been expected that you would, either in your 
own name have justified these attacks, or else have suffered 
some friend to have performed this task for you. You did neither. 
Ton published an anonymous pamphlet, in which there were 
but few traces of that meekness, candour, and charity, which 
ought to distinguish a Right Reverend '* Corrector." In this 
pamphlet you thought it advisable to substitute crimination for 
justification^ and railmg for argument. Having reason to be- 
lieve that I was the writer of the Churchman's letter, you at- 
tempted to defend yourself by attacking me, and for this pur- 
pose descended to the use of invectives and expressions which 
good manners and christian charity equally forbid. I allude to 
the following, among many others. The author, you asserted, 
was an individual who, when comparatively a boy, ^* several 
years since," presuming on his name, made his appearance in 
the convention, and '^ proclaimed his opinions with a pertness, 
" a boldness, and a dogmatism, that astonished and confounded 

* Should such^of ny readers m are unacquainted with the libel in question 
deem theee epithets too harsh, th^ are requested to peruie the extracts from it, 
given fai the Appendix, and to judge for themselves. 
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"his auditors;" that in 1811, he "commenced the work of 
" meddling and of mischief j" " that he is one who will never be 
" quiet, till he becomes the Bishop of Bishops ;" that he " most 
" zealously and gladly misrepresents bis diocesan, &;c. ;" that he 
is " elated by an adventitious circumstance ; no man has any 
" merit in being born with a particular name ; and inordinately 
" vain of some readiness, flippancy, and command of lan- 
" guage ;" and in the conclusion, with vindictive irony, you re- 
commend to my consideration the texts, " Study to be quiet, and 
" to mind your own business ;" " think not more highly of your- 
'*self than you ought to think." Not satisfied with insulting me, 
you thought proper to throw out insinuations against members 
of my family. You asserted, that you could " find no account of 
*' any .missionary contributions from the Parish of Bedford^ 
" but that as soon as missionary exertions are to becommenced 
*^ out of the diocess, a contribution is raised by three individudU* 
*^o( the parish, of $150," and that *'ye^this congregation 
" permitted their rector, a very excellent and amiable man, to 
^^ drudge through the streets of New- York, collecting petty 
** subscriptions to build him a parsonage house." 

Now Sir, how do all these groundless asseverations, and 
these bitter reflections on me and others, justify or extenuate 
your attacks upon Bible Societies ? 

You tell me in your last letter, that all this " discipline" is 
intended for my good. It may not Sir, be useless to ask your 
own conscience, by what spirit this discipline was dictated. 

Again Sir, knowing that the Bedford congregation were 
erecting a parsonage, and that their rector had solicited sub- 
scriptions to it in New- York, you proceed to censure them for 
permitting him to do so.f And what argument, in justification 

* As the author was not one of these contributors, this public allusion to them 
is iMCuliarly wanton and uipro?oked. 

t The Bishop, in his last pamphlet, again condemns this application for assist- 
ance, because such applications « irUerfat with applications for missionaiy aid 
« to those Episcopalians in the new settlemento of the state, who have not a par- 






of your attacks upon Bible Societies, do you draw from the 
conduct of this congregation f 

Three individuals of the Bedford congregation had, it seems, 
contributed $150 to the Episcopal Foreign and Domestic Mis- 
sionary Society. In your last pamphlet you venture to assert, 
"that indmdtudi or congregations who can thus liberally 
** contribute to foreign purposes, ought to furnish their clergy- 
" man with a parsonage-house, without calling for aid on the 
"citizens of New York." What Sir, has this assertion to do 
with your attacks upon Bible Societies P And wlience do you 
derive a right to determine what subscription to a Missionary 
Society renders it incumbent on the subscriber to build a par- 
sonage-house ? You assert in unqualified language that I, and 
those whom I influence, or by whom f am influenced, " either 
" neglect or do not fully provide for (our) own household,'' 
and to render the insult more pointed, you add, " ihefact^ Sir, 
" is so." And what apology does our neglect of our house- 
bold, afibrd for your hostility to Bible Societies f You appear 
to have guessed, that the " three individuals," to whom you 
alluded, had not been liberal in their subscriptions to the house 
in question, and their connexion with me probably urged you 
to hazard conjecture for truth. As it may be supposed that 
insinuations thus made and reiterated by a Bishop^ cannot be 
groundless, I am constrained to observe, that before the ap- 
pearance of your first pamphlet, these individuak had engaged 
to pay upwards of $600 towards the building of this very 
bouse.* 

Your first pamphlet not having invalidated either the facts 

^ fonage-hoasei nor church, nor mbitter, and are wandering about as sheep with- 
« oat a shepherd." It is a fact, however strange it may seem, that before the 
Rector aUnded to, solicited pecnniary assistance from any person in New-York, 
be consulted Bishop Hobart on the subject, and die Bishop so far from expressing 
his disapprobation of this trUei/erenee, placed his own name at the head of the 
Mbscription list, that sanctioning a neasure he now finds it expedient to censure. 
* One of these mdiTidualt who, as the Bishop iaforms us, negkct or do not fuUy 
provide for their own household, was declared by the Bishop, in his last address 
to the CooTention, to be cmt whose pure and elevated character adorns the church 
of which he is a member. 
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or the arguments contained in the Churchman's letter, I did 
not deemj it necessary to defend them in my reply. Your 
vague and [insulting epithets I treated with [the contempt they 
merited ; but it was a duty I owed myself, to expose the falsity 
of your quotations, and to refute such of your charges as im- 
peached my candour and veracity. Conscious of my own rec- 
titude, I openly avowed myself the author of the Churchman's 
letter, and as oj)enly defended it. 

As you had brought me, ,as you declared, before the public 
in *' propria persona," it became necessary to address my re- 
ply personally to yourself. It is singular that you have thought 
proper, not only again to assail me under the signature of '^Cor- 
rector," but even to intimate, that it was without sufficient au- 
thority, that I had ascribed that signature to you. 

You tell me, " You must excuse me if I do not think proper 
^^to satisfy you, as to the person^ who addresses you under the 
^^ title I have assumed." Your refusal to satisfy me, implies 
that 1 had curiosity to be satisfied. You allude to the manner 
in which 1 speak of my Bishop, ''as the supposed author of 
^ Corrector,^' thus signifying that I only supposed you to be 
the author. 

The annexed documents* will convince you, Sir, that when 
I addressed you as the author of Corrector, I had no curiosity 
on the subject to be satisfied, and that it was not on supposition 
that 1 ventured to assert a fact so interesting to your reputation. 

* '< I hereby certify that Mr. Floyd Smith did observe, in conversation 
with Mr. F. W. Porter and myself, in nay store, on the subject of who 
was the author of *' Corrector," that he knew that Bishop Hobart was 
the author, and now felt himself at liberty to say so, having understood 
from Mr. Stanford that the Bishop had no objections to its being known 
that he was the author. JOHN P. HAVEN." 

JVeu^ForA, June 6, 18S3. 

Exiradfrom a LtUer from John Nitchie, Esq, Agtnt of the Amertean 
Bible Society, dated JVWr-ForA) August 4, 1829. 

** Tou were correct in understanding me to say, that Dr. Hobart was 
the avowed author of Corrector^! answer to the Churchman's letter. In 
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You Sir, who have now personally assailed me in two pamph** 
lets, distingaished alike for the coarseness of their invectives 
and the wantonness of their insults, complain of the style in 
which 1 address '' my Bishop." You seem to. forget Sir^ that 
when you laid aside your mitre, and your lawn, and assaulted 
me in the character of an anonymous pamphleteer, and stooped 
to personal abuse, you virtually waved your rank ; and that the 
degree of deference with which I am now bound to treat you, 
must be measured only by the respect 1 owe myself. In what 
style ought I to address *' my Bishop," who calls his opponent 
^' a spouter in ecclesiastical conventions ;" arraigns him before 
the public for his vanity ; loads him with insulting epi- 
thets ; and, regardless of the respect due to age or sexj in no 
unintelligible. language, accuses his dearest and nearest con- 
nexions of parsimony ; and positively asserts, that they 
"neglect, or do. not fuUy provide for their own household." 

In your first pamphlet, you pretended that this violation of 
all the courtesies of controversy, was rendered necessary ^* by 

the begioniDg of June last, I called at the store of. Messrs. T. &b J. 
Swords, the publishers, to procure a copy of Corrector for the library 
of the American Bible Society, which is intended to comprehend not 
only specimens of Bibles and Testaments in various languages, but also 
all the controversial publications of the friends and foes of the Bible So- 
ciety. 

"> In the course of a conversation which I then had with Mr. Stanford, 
the clerk of Messrs. Swords, 1 inquired of him whether the author of 
Corrector avowed himself? He replied, ' O yes, it is the Bishop ;' and 
added, ' the Bishop is not a man who does a thing in secret, and is un- 
willing to avow it openly.' During the conversation which ensued, Mr. T. 
Swords came in, to whom I mentioned the request I had made for a 
copy for the library. He took the one which Mr. Stanford bad previ- 
ously handed to me, and requested him to correct a typographical error. 
This being done, he returned the pamphlet to me, saying, that the work 
contained several errors, arising from the haste in which it was printed. 
That * the Bishop' was anxious to get it out against the meeting of the 
convention, for whose eye the Churchman hacl. no doubt written his 
letter." 



'* the waiitan attack made on Bishop Hobaft's official principles 
^^ and conduct." That in the defence of the Bible Society, I 
attacked your " official principles and conduct," is true, I had 
a right to do so. In this conntryi no man can clum for his 
official principles and conduct an exemption from criticism. 
But, that my attack was "tcan^(m," or unproroked, is untrue; 
and I appeal to facts. Three times had you, in your official 
capacity, appeared before the public as the opposer of Bible So« 
cieties. You had addressed a Pastoral Letter to the Laity of 
the diocess, condemning Bible Societies. You bad inserted in 
the newspapers, an address to Episcopalians, urging them not to 
join the American Bible Society. You had delivered and pub- 
lished an address to a Bible and Prayer Book Society, in 
which you again condemned Bible Societies. Your opniions 
were known. Your advice had been given, and was not for- 
gotten. No duty demanded a fresh attack; but hostilities 
must not cease ; and for 2l fourth time, yon appeared the official 
assailant of Bilde Societies, in your recent address to the con* 
vention. In your anxiety to crush these institutions, you seem 
to have lost sight of the respect due to your Right Reverend 
brethren. You knew that the House of Bishops had officially 
recommended these societies. You knew that numbers of our 
bishops were their active supporters ; and that not one of tbem 
besides yourself had ever published a word against them. But^ 
indifferent to the advice of your brethren, and spurning Aeir 
example, you have now, for years, waged an unrelenting war 
against institutions which have committed no other offence, than 
giving to the poor and destitute that Gospel of which you are 
a preacher ; and which your Maker intended as a revelation of 
his will to your fellow-men. 

Nearly simultaneously with your last attack, you caused to 
be re-published one of the most abusive and outrageous libels 
on Bible Societies that ever issued from the English, or dis- 
graced the American press. 

Soon after the republication of the letter to Lord Liverpool, 
the Secretary of the American Bible Society, in a public ad- 



dress, made a brief allusion to the opponents of Bible SocietieSi 
whether " infidels or blinded christians." Extracts from this ad- 
dress, including the expression quoted, were inserted in one of 
the newspapers by its editor.""^ You Sir, who had just been oc- 
cupied in ushering into public notice, a pamphlet, in which the 
members of Bible Societies were compared to the German iUu- 
minati, and the societies themselves accused of causing '* female 
demoralization." Tou Sir, found your sensibilities excessively 
shocked by the expression of the Bev. Secretary. Your late ad- 
dress had been listened to, by tlie assembled clergy and delegates 
of the diocess : by a standing recommendation of the conven- 
tion, it was to be read from every episcopal pulpit in the state of 
New- York ; and it was to be inserted in the printed journals of 
the convention, and sent to every congregation. Not satisfied 
with the publicity thus to be given to your testimony against 
Bible Societies, you now resolved to make a newspaper the 
medium of proclaiming it to the whole community. You ad- 
dressed a letter to the editor who had published the extracts 
already mentioned, requesting him to insert in his paper, a 
large portion of your late address, together with the expression 
which had oflended you. It was intended, that the language of 
the presbyter, should place in bold and graceful relief, the hu- 
mility and moderation of the diocesan. The editor consented to 
comply with your request, but informed you, that he should dis- 
close your namcj and make his own remarks. These unpleasant 
and unexpected conditions were rejected on your part, and a 
long written negociation ensued. The editor asserts, that for the 
purpose of removing all his objections, you ofiered to pay for 
your communication, as for an advertisement. The negociation, 
although protracted, proved fruitless, and you had recourse to 
another paper.f 
In the Evening Post, of 1st February, your communication 

* The New-Tork DaOy AdTertiser, edited by T. Dwight, Esq. 

\ I refer, as my authority for the facU I hare stated, to an acconnt of this 
correspondeiiice, published by Mr. Dwight, under his own signature, in the New^ 
York Evening Post, of Febnuury lut In this account he omitted, indeed, the 

2 
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appeared under the dignatore of " a subscriber/' It contained 
an extract from Dr. Milnor's address, with the words '' infidels 
" or blinded christians," in italics, and then a large portion of 
your address relating to Bible Societies, in order, as you ob- 
served, that Bishop Hobart's " views on this subject may be 
** seen at once, and the light in which he regards those chris^ 
*^ tians who conscientiously difier from him in opinion.'* No 
allusion was made to ** the German illnminati,^ or to ** female 
" demoralization." To the extract from your address, was ap- 
pended a list of the Bishops who do, and who do not belong 
to the British and Foreign Bible Society, and you concluded 
as follows: *' It will be seen, from the highly exalted names 
" mentioned in the above note, with what propriety the Rev, 
''Dr. Milnor could apply the phrase infidels, or blinded 
" christians,' to all who do not countenance the Bible Socie^ 
'' ties as conducted by him, and those who act with him. It 
*' certainly appears that a majority of American Bishops, and 
*^ forty-five out of fifty-five in England, Ireland, and Scotland, 
" are of this number."* 

And now Sir, let me ask you, did your *^ oflicial principles 
and conduct" afford no provocation to the Episcopal members 
of Bible Societies ; or had your conduct been so mild and for* 

luMie of bis correspondent, but threatened to publish the letters themselvesi if 
bis statement of their contents should be imi>eached. His correspondent soon 
after appeared in the same paper, and declared that he had "no objection to 
^ the publication of that correspondence, should Mr. Dwight deem proper to do 
« so." Uftder these circumstances, It is not surprismg that it should be a matter 
of public notoriety, that Mr. Dwiffat*s correspondent was no other than the 
Big^t Rev. Bishop Hobart. 

* I presume not to understand by what illusion <' it certainly appeared'* 
to the Bishop, that four was a majority of nine. At the date of his com- 
munication, there were nine Bishops in the church, and of these, Bishops 
White, Moore, GriawoU, Kemp, aad Chase, were all members of Bible Societies. 
Of the remaining four, Bishop Hobart is the only one who has, to my know- 
ledge, ever published a i^Uable against these societies. Dr. Ravenscroft has 
sbice been consecrated Bishop of North Carolina ; and I am informed, by a der- 
gjrman at the South, that at the time of his coosecratioa he was president of a 
Bible Bocktj in Vkginia. 
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hearing as to render any animadversion upon it '' wanton^' and 
unprovoked f Did doty require you to hazard the peace and 
unity of the church, by such reiterated and violent attacks upon 
institutions, embracing so many of your Right Reverend bre- 
thren, and sanctioned as they have been by the official and 
unanimous vote of the House of Bishops? Did conscience bid 
you to republish foreign libels against them f Did your con- 
secration vows command you to chaffer with printers of news- 
p^ers, to publish your address against them ; and was it an 
episcopal duty to rebuke, as you have done, in the columns of 
a public journal, the language of one of your presbyters, while 
you shrunk from the responsibility of the act ? And does your 
sacred office authorize you to do all this, and yet does it exempt 
your ^' official principles and conduct" from free and merited 
animadversioilf If such Sir, be your opinion of the preroga- 
tives attached to the mitre, you forget the age and the country 
in which yon live. ' 

My first letter to you, Sir, under the signature of *' a Church- 
man," was personally respectful. I questioned the soundness 
of your arguments, but not the sincerity with which they were 
urged. 1 condemned the policy of your conduct, but not the 
motives from which it proceeded. You replied in a manner as 
equally remote from the good breeding of a gmtleman, as it 
was from the meekness and humility becoming a christian 
bishop. I. repelled your assaults upon my reputation, but left 
your arguments unanswered. Here the controversy might have 
dropped ; but you have seen fit to continue it, and have again 
assailed me with as much bitterness and violence as ever. Your 
last pamphlet has made it incumbent on me a second time to 
expose your mistatements, and to justify my own assertions and 
language. 

I have indeed, '' the hardihood" to deny, that I accused you 
of having roade^ in your address, any insinuations in particu- 
lar, against the *' three rectors" in New-York, who belong to 
the Bible Society. The very reasons I assigned (oir aUoding 
to these gentlemen, and which you prudeody onit to quote. 
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prove that I was not defending them against personal accusa<^ 
tions. To disprove your theory of the paralyzing influence of 
Bible Societies npon the zeal of Episcopalians, I said, " Suffer 
*' me to offer the three episcopal rectors in this city, who are 
" connected with the American Bible Society, as the represeu' 
^' tatives of their associates thMughout the diocese. The influ- 
" ence of this institution in weakening the zeal of Episcopalians 
<' has, in this city, had a fair and thorough experiment. It b 
<< here that it is carrying on its operations in all their imposing 
*^ grandeur and magnificence : here are held the monthly meet* 
" ings of its managers, including its clerical members ; and here 
" are celebrated its anniversaries, at which the three clergymen 
*' alluded to have mingled their notes of gratulation and en- 
*^ couragement with those of their fellow christians. If the zeal 
'' of these gentlemen has passed unhurt through this fiery trial — 
** nay, if it be still as active and ardent as that of any of their 
*' brethren, then surely Sir, your fears are groundless, and 
*' you will be almost tempted to welcome the society, as an 
" auxiliary to the church.'' 

Tou affect Sir, to treat with levity the exposure I made, of 
one of your false quotations from my letter, and assert that 
" it is a mere subterfuge to complain," and positively declare, 
that I have not attempted to prove that you have misrepresented 
me by your mode of quoting my language. Have you forgot- 
ten Sir, that 1 not only attempted^ but that 1 did prove, that 
your readers would, from your distorted quotation, * ' naturally 
^^ regard me, as guilty of an impudent and profligate iklse- 
"hood".? 

In the Churchman's letter, was the following expression—- 
"Happily the copy (of Bishop White's address) from which 
" you quote, is not the only one which has reached New-York." 
This expression was literally and strictly true, but you com- 
plained of it, as conveying an insinuation that you wished to 
withhold the address from the public ; and stated, that it had 
been published in the Christian Journal. I replied, that at the 
time the expression was written I did not know that the address 
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had been published in New-Tork, although I was apprized of 
the fact before the letter went .to press; and that I would have 
expunged it, had the propriety of doing so then occurred to 
me. After nearly a page of abuse against me for this expres- 
sion, you wind up with declaring, that my omission to expunge 
it, evinces a strange want of " sensibility to thb saobcd- 

'^NESS OF CHARACTER, OF MORAL PERCEPTION, OF MORAL 

'' FEELING, AND OF MURAL HONOUR." If caudour and inge- 
nuousness are to be visited with such denunciations, it is not 
surprising, that in this controversy you have taken care to 
divest yourself of such troublesome and dangerous qualities. 

You still, it seems, find it difficult to quote correctly. I had 
observed that it was " a question of opinion, and not of fact, 
"whether a stranger to Bishop White's sentiments would, or 
" would not, on reading your address, suppose he concurred in 
" opinion with yourselfl" This passage is thus metamorphosed 
in your pages, and is given as usual, with marks of quotation. 
" A question not of fact, but of opinion, whether a stranger to 
" Bishop White's sentiments, would, or would not, on reading 
'^ your (Bishop Hobart's) address, suppose that 1 (William 
" Jay) had misrepresented you." 

You accused me of representing you as opposed to the db- 
tribution of the Scriptures. 1 denied the charge, and you now 
adduce, as evidence of my having made this false representa- 
tion, the following expression : " However much, as a church- 
" man, I may deplore the opposition of my Bishop to the dis- 
" tribution of the uncommented Scriptures." Let us now see 
Sir, whether I have violated the truth in asserting your opposi- 
tion to the distribution of the '^ uncommented ScripturesJ*^ Do 
you regard the Prayer- Book as a comment upon the Bible .^ 
I find an answer in your address to the convention of 1820. 
In this paper you declared, that the Book of Common Prayer 
was the ^' best comment" upon the sacred contents of the Word 
of God. Do you maintain that the Scriptures ought not to be 
distributed without being accompanied with this ^^ best com- 
^' meiit" f The inquury is answered in your ^dress before the 
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New- York Auxiliary Bible and Common Prayer^Book Socie- 
ty. Iq this address you told tbe society, '* never lose sight of 
^' its (the society's) cardinal principle, the eofnbined distribution 
" of tbe Bible and Book of Common Prayer ; let no solicita- 
*^ tion, and no assaults, direct or indirect, induce you to deviate 
*^ from this principle." In your pastoral letter of 18111, speak- 
ing of the Bible and the book you deem tbe '^ best comment'' 
upon it, you declared " we deem it unnatural and .injudicious 
*^ to separate what are thus closely allied." A regard to truth 
Sir, prevented me from accusing you, of opposing the distribu- 
tion of the Scriptures ; and the same motive ought to have pre- 
vented you from denying your opposition to '' the distribu^MXi of 
tbe uTSCommcMted Scriptures." 

It is strange that you still insist on my having accused you 
of maintaining ^' the Roman Catholic error^ of impugning the 
^^ sufficiency of the Scriptures as a rule of faith.'^ You well 
know Sir, that I complained of your depreciating the Scrip- 
tures, not by denying their sufficiency, but by insisting on the 
sufficiency of the small portion of them contained in the Prayer* 
Book, and by treating the residue as unnecessary. 

1 did remark, and 1 now repeat, that you have not detected 
in the Churchman's Letter ^' one falsehood, or even one mis- 
'' take ;" that " you tacitly or expressly admit every fact cod- 
'' tained in the letter, from the first page to the last ; and you 
'* deny only my inferences, my interpretations, and my conclu- 
^' sions." Hence it is Sir, that you have been compelled to re- 
sort to angry declamation and acrimonious invective. I know 
not Sir, whether you mean to continue this controversy for 
months or for years ; but whatever may be its duration, I shall 
still pursue the course 1 have hitlierto followed. I shall steadi- 
ly adhere to truth, and shall assert no. fact 1 am unable to 
prove ; and thus Sir, you will hereafter, as at present, be in* 
capable of opposing to my statements a more alarming refuta- 
tion than the following — "You think your letter to Bishop 
** Hobart contains qo misrepresentations^— not one falsehood—" 
'^ not one mistake. O what a pure and p^ect man V* 
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I do not Sir, because I have spoken the trnth, profess to be 
a pure and perfect man. Such a profession belongs not to me, 
but to him who, after being involved in a bitter and personal 
quarrel with several of his reverend brethren, a quarrel in 
which, to use his own language, *^ congregations which were 
" once peaceable (were) thrown into confusion, and a church 
" which once boasted of being at unity in herself (was) rent by 
^^ discord, and her honours laid in the dust," could exclaim in 
the conclusion of his printed defence, ^'in nought have t 

" OFPENDED." 

You think I have strange ideas of the powers of ^* my 
'^ Bishop," and remind me, that an apostolic bishop was com- 
manded to "reprove, rebuke, exhort, with all authority. '^^ 
You seem Sir, altogether to have forgotten that an apostolic 
bishop was commanded to *' reprove, rebuke, exhort, with aU 
*^long suffering,** I must be permitted Sir, to question, 
whether St. Paul intended that Titus should exercise his 
** authority** in rebuking his presbyters, in anonymous pamph- 
lets ; or Timothy, his " long suffering," in passionate invec- 
tives against the luckless layman who should incur his dis- 
pleasure, by vindicating the opinions of the other bishops of 
the church. 

In both your pamphlets yon have thought proper to assail 
the Rev. Dr. Milnor, in connexion with myself. The propriety 
o f this gentleman^s conduct, has nothing to do with the vindica- 
tion of my own, and I therefore leave his defence with his fellow- 
citizens, who are daily witnesses of his piety and zeal. No 
eulogy of mine could exalt, nor will any of your criminations 
depress, the reputation of this estimable and distinguished di- 
vine. It is, however, with no small gratification that I recol- 
lect, that the faults you impute to Dr. Milnor, are similar in 
their nature to those, which you once alleged against a former 
presbyter of this diocess, on whose head you were soon after 
caHed to assist in placing the mitre. 

You wiU add Sir, but iitde to your cause by your indiscri- 

* There is no siich text. The Bishop has confounded 2 Tim. ir. 2. witii Titus, ii 15. 
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nunate attacks upon all who hesitate to acknowledge the de- 
cency and gentility of the curate of Hackney. 

The editors of the Eclectic Review, are in your opioioD, iii« 
competent judges of the qualifications of a gentleman, because 
they are not members of the church of England ; and a prelate 
of that church, the bishop of St. David's, ceases to be a credit- 
able witness the moment he testifies against Mr. Norris ! 

I intimated that the author of the letter to Lord Liverpool 
was a blackguard, and appealed to that letter in justification of 
the epithet. To prove the injustice of my language, you tell 
me of the lords and bishops with whom he associates. And is 
it impossible for a man who keeps such company, to write an 
indecent book ? Has no clergyman of the Church-ofr England, 
who has been honoured with the society of a bishop, ever dis- 
graced his calling.'^ Why did an inspired apostle remind us, 
that evil communications corrupt good manners, if those whose 
manners are good, are never exposed to such communications f 
When was the defence of a libeller, ever before rested upoa the 
number and rank of his associates ? 

It may all be very true, that Mr. Norris has a large fortune-** 
that he has paid you the compliment of placing J&IOO sterting 
at your disposal — that an author, to whom he had been a '' mu* 
^'nificent patron," has dedicated a book to him^*nay, even 
that he has served on a committee with Lord Kenyon, the very 
nobleman who presided at the dinner ^' in commemoration of 
** Mr. Pitt ;" and yet all this, has just as much to do with the 
character of his pamphlet, as the Bedford parsonage has with 
the question about Bible Societies. While I protest against your 
attempt to prove the decency of Mr. Norris' writings by such 
testimony as this, I most cheerfully acquiesce in an appeal to 
his pages. In my last letter I gave certain extracts firom Mr. 
Norris' work, as exposing its true character; and the most 
odious and disgusting of these extracts you Sir, have the indis- 
cretion to justify. You tell me, ''all that Mr. Norris says in 
'' the quotation which you bead ' comparison of the Bible So- 
^' ciety with the illominati/ only conveys the opinion, that 
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*' BMe Societies use the same arts to ateomplish their purposes, 
^* uJUeh the illumiaati had successfidly employed ; and he is not 
*^ deficient mthe statemeni of facts, wliich of coarse you do not 
'^adduce, to support his assertionsy 

The term ^ arts," . as employed by you, cannot intend those 
fair and le^timate means which any society might lawfiiUy em- 
ploy, and^ which of coarse, could fiumish no ground for accu- 
sation against BibleSocieties ; but it signifies insidious and im- 
proper means and contriyances. Your declaration^ is ia sub- 
stance tiiereibre,-that the facts adduced by Mr. Norris, prove 
that Bible Societies use the same insidious means and contri- 
Tonces as the ilhiminati bad successfully employed. Here Sir, 
I join issue with you, and be assured you have a deep interest 
in the vesnlt. ^ Tou have voluntarily assumed the responsibility 
of a most odious and calumnious assertion. You, a minister of 
the Lford Jesus -Christ, accuse associations formed for the ex- 
press and only purpose of spreading the Gospel of your Master 
•^^-associations embracing numerous bishops and clergymen of 
the parent church, and ofiicially commended by the bishops of 
your own-^-you accuse these associations of using *' the same 
^ arts,'' as were employed by a vile conspiracy of jacobins and 
infidels i . 

Iiet us Sir^ inquire into the objects, the character, and the 
ARTS of the illuminati, and we shall be better able to judge what 
credit is due to your accusation. Robison, the author quoted by 
Mr. Noiris himself, declares, (Proofs of Conspiracy, p. 15,) 
*^The leaders of this association disbelieved every word they 
'* uttered, and every doctrine they taught ; and their real trt^en- 
^ tion was to abolish all religion, overturn every government, 
** and make the world a general plunder and a wreck. 

Wonderfid indeed is it, that the arts practised for the accom- 
plishment otsuch purposes, should be the same as are now em- 
{doyed to publish the Grospel of Salvation! 

Weishaupt, the Ibunder, asserted, (p. 110.) ^^no man is fit 
'^for our order who is not a Brutus or a Cataline.'' Robison 

himself assures us that the founders and leaders *^ were, almost 

3 
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^' without exception, the most iDsignificanti worthless, and pro- 
** fligate of men." And it is the arts of these profligate men, 
that are now used by the good and exalted characters who direct 
and support the British and Foreign Bible Society ! 

But Sir, what were these arts which yon informed us have 
been alike employed by the illuminati and Bible Societies ? I 
will let Robbon answer the inquiry, and yon will not object to 
his competency, as he is a witness called by Mr. Norris. The 
maxim of the illuminati was, '^ The great strength of our order 
" lies in its eoncecdment : let it never appear in any place in its 
" own name, but always covered by another name, and another 
"occupation." (p. 154.) Astonishing resemblance to the po- 
licy adopted by Bible Societies ! If you Sir, will condescend 
to make the request, I pledge myself that you will be cheerful- 
ly favoured with the perusal of every document in the posses- 
sion of the American Bible Society ; of every letter they re- 
ceive, and of every letter they write. 

Another €ui of the illuminati was, causing the " intrant" to 
swear never to leave the Society., (p. 137.) Tb^ annual 
changes in their subscription lists, prove that Bible Societies do 
not possess the power, however much they might covet H^ of 
retaining their " intrants." A third art was, the profesdon of 
a pretended zeal for religion, the better to conceal! their infidel 
designs. Robison, speaking of their founder, says, *^ He em- 
'^ ploys the Christian religion, which he thinks a fidsehood, and 
" which he is afterwards to explode, as the mean 6>r inviting 
" Christians of every denomination, and graduatty cajoling 
" them, by clearing up their christian doubts in succession, till 
" be lands them in deism." (p, 167.) I refer you Sir, to the 
numerous bishops in Europe and America, who belong to Bi- 
ble Societies, to ascertain if this be one of the arts which these 
societies have borrowed from the illumins^ti. 

You declare that Mr. Norris is not deficient in the statement 
o( factsy to prove the id^tity of the arts practised by the il- 
luminati and Bible Societies. I have attentively axamined his 
book ; and although I have met with a;sseriMmM in abundance, 
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I have not discovered one solitary ^oc^ to this purpose. The 
following, is indeed an attempt to prove the adoption by the 
Bible Society, of one of the arts of the illaminati. Alluding to 
the practice of gentlemen attending the meetings of the Ladies' 
Sub*Society,* he calls it ^' a sort of safety-valve to a machine, 
'^ containing highly effervescent ingredients ;" and he declares 
that '* t&e same mah oversight^^ is laid down as indispensable in 
the letter from Minos to SebasUan, *' suggesting the plan of 
'' a female iUuminee assodaiion.^^ Now, to ascertain how far 
the male oversight exercised by Bible Societies, over their female 
members, is " the same^^ as is laid down in the letter alluded to, 
and which Mr. Norris cites as his authority for his assertion, 
we must of course refer to the letter itself. This letter is found 
in Robison, p. 137, and is as follows : — 

<^ Minos to Sebastian,! 1782. 
The proposal of Hercules, to form a minerval school for 
girls, is excellent, but requires much circumspection. We can- 
not improve the world without improving the women, who 
have such a mighty influence on the men. But how shall we 
" get hold of them f How will their relations, particularly thdr 
" mothers, immersed in prgudiceSf consent that others shall in- 
*' fluence their education f We must begin with grown girls. 
** Hercules proposes the wife of Ptolemy Magus. I have no 
*^ objection ; I have four step-daughters, fine girls ; the eldest, 
** in particular, is excellent She is twenty-four, has read much ; 
*^ is above aU prefudicesj and in religion, she thinks as I do. 
SI «*««««*»«« 1^ juj^y immediately be a 

«<very pretty society, under the management of Ptolemy's 
** wife, but really under Aw management Ton must contrive 
'' pretty degrees, and dresses, and ornaments, and elegant and 
'* decent rituals. No man must be admitted. ****** 
*' Leave them to the scope of their own fancies, and they will 
soon invent mysteries which will put us to the blush, and cre- 
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* See Appendix. 

i The iUaminati oonretponded nnder lictitioas niunei— knottier strikinf^ re- 
«<einUaiice to the arts of Bible Societies ! 
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<' ate an enthusiasm wbich we can never e<]iial. They will be 
'< our great apostles. Ptolemy's wife must direct them, and she 
<< will be instructed by Ptolemy, and toy step-daughters will . 
" consult with me. We must alwajrs be at hand to prevent the 
'* introduction of any improper question. We must prepare 
'^ themes for them, and inspire them with our sentiments. No 
'* man must be admitted. This will fire their roving fancies, and 
'* we may soon expect rare mysteries," &c. 

Mr. Norris calls this a '^borrid letter;'' and yet it is the nude 
oversight described in this horrid letter which he pronounces 
to be '^ the same*^ as that exerted by Bible Societies over their 
female auxiliaries ! And are we to understand you Sir, that Mr. 
Norris is not '* deficient in the statement of facts" to support 
this assertion f 

Mr. Norris's atrocious insinuations against the females them* 
selves, who belong to Bible Societies, excite Sir, in your breast, 
no indignation. You think his idle tales unsupported by proof, 
of ladies '^ invading," as you term it, ''the privacy and sanctity 
'' of the* domestic household, and in the absence of its head or 
'' guardian, operating upon children and servanU, to draw firom 
" them contributions and support to Bible Societies," afibrd 
"some cause for strong expressions." That is, they afford 
« some cause" for declaring that the Bible Society, by ^ tre* 
" panning ladies into its assemblies to be the auditors of its 
" seductive and inflammatory harangues," has '' corrupted a 
'^ generation for its own purposes !" 

Some cause for the vile slander that ^ the progress of female 
'' demoralizaiion among that portion of the sex which has fallen 
<< a prey to Bible Society beguilements, may be traced by amy 
<' one who has the daily registers of the period within his reach, 
'' and sufficient command of time for the investigation !" In 
other words, that the ^ demoralisation" of the female members 
of Bible Societies, is so open and notorious, tbiil it may be 
learned by any one who examines the daily newspapers and other 
chronicles of the times ! And you Sur, pour upon me the vials 
of your wrath, for hinting that this man is a blackguard* Had 
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I applied to trim ab ephh^ invoIviDg deeper moril guilt th^n 
wadt of decency, I should have done him no injustice. If Mr. 
Norris's assertions respecting the females who belong to the 
English Bible Societies be trtte^ it is time for the police to sup- 
press the New^Tork Ladies' Bible Society, for that association 
is formed upon the English model. It is time for the gentle- 
men of New-York to rescue their mothers, their wives, and 
their daughters, from its corrupting influence, before ** the daily 
*^ registers" also proclaim their '* demoralisation." But where 
Sir, does Mr. Norris find a warrant for this abominable slander ? 
He does not even ftllude to one solitary female whose morals 
have been contaminated by Bible Societies. Again then Sir, 
I will ask, is it for the man who has caused such slanders to be 
re-published and circulated ; is it for him I say, to complain 
of the ^' ungentlemanly and unchristian style'' of my letter? 
1 wiU even ask, is it for a bishop, who publishes and excuses 
such libels upon institutions patronised by numbers of his right 
reverend brethren, is it for him to rebuke one of his presbyters 
in the public newspapers, for regarding as ^' blinded," those 
christians who oppose the union of their fellow-christians, for 
the sole purpose of making known the records of their common 
salvation f 

I cited a paragraph from the writings of the Bishop of Su 
David^s, in which he speaks of the " coZornnte^" contained in a 
former work of Mr. Norris, (a practkal exposition of the ten^ 
ienetf and proceedings of the British and Foreign Bible 5o- 
cieigy) against the church members of the Bible Society. 

Ton tell me you have this work in your possession, and that 
you are " really at a loss to see in it any thing which justifies 
^* the epithet of the Bishop of St. Darid's. Nor will you be- 
^* lievci on the authority of the Bishop of St. David's, that Mr. 
"Norris * publishes eo/temnief'.'* At the time this work of Nor- 
ris's was published, a m«gority of the bishops of the established 
church belonged to Bible Societies, and thefoltowmg extracts 
will enable the public to judge, whether the Bishop of St Da- 
vid's^ or the Bishop of New<>Tork, enterlainft the most correct 
idea of the term '* calumnies." 
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"A new holy cause is at present creating, precisely the 
^' counterpart of that which once plunged the country into civil 
^* war, and deluged it with the best blood of its inhabitants." 
(p. 337.) 

" The giving countenance to it (the Bible Society) militates 
^' against an ordination vow." (p. 8.) *' The public judgment 
*^of the church of England is cancelled." (p. 9.) **Tbe in- 
*' tegrity of our holy mother is impeached." (p. 9.) ^* The 
^^ cautious veterans who direct in iecret the campaigns of the 
^' Socie^." (p. 75.) These campaigns, it is asserted, are car- 
ried on for the purpose of superseding the establishment 

*^ The MUKD£Us committed within the period, have been both 
" more in number, and more horrid in the circumstances attend- 
" ing them, than has disgraced the annals of the kingdom for a 
"longtime." (p. 373.) 

" He (the editor) hopes he has made out such a case as will 
''excite a general jealousy of the immense corporation which is 
'' now taking place ; so preposterously excessive in comparison 
'' of the object to the attainment of which it professes itself exr 
"dusively devoted, andof the poZiVtca/ ascendancy which it is 
" acquiring. He hopes, moreover, that he has fixed the pabUc 
''attention to the instructive records ofhist«»ry, when religion was 
" made the pretext for the darkest designs ; and when a firenty 
" of reformation, rendered as contagious as a pestilence, by the 
" strong delusions of visionary and designing men, prevailed 
" for a season over the quiet good sense of Englishmen, and 
" hurried them from one wickedness to another, till the king^ 
"dom was degraded to its ancient barbarism, and became 
" the victim of the capricious tyranny and insatiable avarice of 
" the most abandoned of its inhabitants, and the prolific parent 
" of every species of apostacy from God.^** (p. 360.) 

I now take my leave of Mr. Norris, wishing you Sir, all the 
comfort and consolation you can derive from so illustrious an 
ally, in your warfare against Bible 
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tt would be well Sir, before you again affect to regaird youl* 
opponent as " prostrate," and to raise the peal of triumph, to 
recollect the caution given to the Syrian king, '^ Let not him 
** that girdeth on his harness, boast himself as he that pvitteth 
"it off." 

In my first letter, I called your attention to the following ex- 
tract from the Pastoral Letter of the House of Bishops, in 1814, 
viz. " We avail ourselves of the opportunity of congratulating 
** aU the members of our churchy on what we conceive to be 
" eminendy a cause of joy to the christian world in general. 
" The wonderful efforts which have been made within these 
'' few years, being begun principally by members of the pa* 
^^ rent church, by a body known under the name of the Bri* 
" tish and Foreign Bible Society, imitated in various countries 
" of the old world ; and concurred in with alacrity and zeal 
" throughout the extent of the American Union ; to disperse 
" the Bible in regions wherein it has been hitherto unknown, 
^^ and ini those wherein the religion of it is professed, to provide 
" that hone shall have reason to complain of their being neces- 
" simly destitute of this instructer, this guide, and this source of the 
" highest consolations. We should conceive ourselves wanting on 
" Ms occasion to the high duties of our stations^ were we to neglect 
" to bear our testimony in favour of this energetic effort, for the 
'^ ctisappointment of the wicked designs of infidelity, for the 
" extending of the influence of pure and undefiled religion, and 
/' finally for the carrying into effect of those gracious promises 
" of heaven, which will not have been accomplished until the 
" knowledge of the Lord shall cover the earth, as the waters 
" cover the sea." 

In your reply, you stated that of thep*e5en^ bishops, Bishops 
IVhite, Moore, Griswold, and Hobart, " were alone parties to 
" that letter." You also remarked " admitting, which 1 .pre- 
" sume b the fact," (a highly probable presumption, consider- 
ing the identity of Correctcnr with yourself,) ^^that Bishop 
*^ Hobart agreed to that pastoral letter, it does not follow that 
^ he approved of every part of it ; it was sufficient to obtain his 
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^' assent to it,, that tie liked it as a whole, and this general ap-^ 
^^ probation U not, the least incompatible wstha dislike to a par^ 
" ticular.part. , .In an instrument containing so. mnch matter as 
'^a pastprial. lettefi that unanimity would seldom.be. attained, 
"which I understand the bishops, when assembled as a boose, 
" are always desirous to secure, if aa obnoxious passage were 
" made the ground of dissent by any one bishop to the whole 
" production. In Bi«hop Qobart's then permitting the instni- 
" ment to go forth with this passage, what is ihere.bat a proof^ 
" in this instance at least, of that wioderation Sat which you are 
" disposed to give him so little credit P\ I will not^^now stop 
to point out the fallacy of this apology* Tear iocaosisteiicy 
in agreeing to a letter containing this high enconnun qion 
Bible Societi^s, and in su£Ssring it to go forth to the worid with 
your sanction^ and in speaking of it afterwards, not aa the act 
of him who drafted it» but of the bishops in their capaaQr^as 
" the spiritual guardians of the church," had not been aUnded 
to by me, and you owe its exposure to your own indiaeretion. 
It seems your moderation^ induced you to assent to theidedafa- 
tion, that you would conceive yourself wanting to the. Ugh 
duties of your station, were you to neglect to bear yonr testi- 
mony in favour of an effort which yon have since represented 
in a pastoral letter of your own, as hasardoos to ''our apostolic 
<' ministry, find primitive and evangelical worship ;"-**an efi>rt 
which you stigmatisie as separating the word and the chnicb of 
God! It was moiJeralum, which led yon to congratnlale ^ all the 
'' members of our church" on the extension of mstilotioiis 
which, the very next year, yon advised your own .people not 
to countenance ! It is Sir, to be regretted, that yon have not ex* 
ercised your moderation on various other occasions, when it 
might have been displayed at 9l less costfy sacrifice of duty and 
opinion, I will not now dwdl on the utter and merited con- 
tempt to which these pastoral liters moat be redoced» so soon as 
it shall be understood that oor bishops make in then, asseve* 
rations which they do not believe, and offrr adrice wUcli tkey 
themselves are the first to disregard. Too, I inspect Sir, are 
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the only bishop who would make such an avowal. It iit whb 
pleasure I perceive, in the late pastoral letter, no disposition on 
the part of our bishops to recant or explain away the opimons 
they have formerly expressed. 

It seems you were anxious to get out your pamphlet before 
the meeting of the late general convention. It is therefore 
probable, that each bishop was favoured with a copy ; and that 
your assertion, that of the present bishops, Bishops White, 
Moore, Griswold, and Hobart, were alone parties to the letter 
of 181^ and of course^ to the recommendation of Bible Socie- 
ties which that letter contained, did not escape their notice. 
Let us now Sir, turn to the Pastoral Letter adopted at the last 
convention, and dated May 26, 1823. To this letter you were 
not I admit, a party, as I understand you were not present^ 
but I see no reason, wtiy your moderation might not have led 
you to assent to it, with' as much consistency as it did to that of 
1814t^ In 'the last letter, the bishops make the following 
pointed and explicit avowal, viz. ^^ In our former Pastoral 
** Lettei^, we have freely delivered our opinions on the various 
*' points which were considered by us at the several times as 
'^ most interesting to our communion. They are still held by 
** us, in the same grade of importance ; but at present we rather 
*^ refer to those addresses, as records of the sentiments which we 
** are still desirous of sustaining, and of impressing on the 
'^ minds of all degrees of persons within our church, "f 

The present bishops, acting in their corporate capacity, thus 
assume the responsibility of all the former pastoral letters, and 
sanction the opinions expressed in them. Hence the subject of 

* Biihops Moore and Chase were likewise absent, and of course not parties to 
Ibis letter ; but their approbation of Bible Societies is well known. Bishop Moore is 
president of the Vir^ia Bible Society, and its last meeting was held in his 
church. Bishop Chase is also an officer of a Bible Society, and in a late address 
to the Conrention of Ohio, alluded to Bible Societies in terms of approbation. 

t In another part of the letter, the bishops mention it as a cause for exultation, 
diat th^ time has now come '< when in every cottage, and in erery hovel, so far 
"ai endeavours can accomplish,*' there is « the Book which contains the ^lad 
<' tidings of tahratioD." ... .♦ 
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Bible Socielief, <whidi in 1614 Wats a point so interesting to 
*'ottr cmnihinnoiii" «& to afford cause for congrattnlatioa to 
''«ll the ineinbers of our^cfanrch," is, an 1823, regarded by the 
House of Bishops 'Mn the sanie grade of importance," and the 
letter of 1814 b ar«eord, of the senlimenls on this subject 
which 'they ^^are still desirous of sustaining." 

In ^fending Bible Societies, I am therdfbre, defending die 
iiffloial and -reiterated fecomniendtitioB, and opinion of the 
■faKhofis of my chuinA. I am acting with the approbation of 
those firi^lds, wfaoiae bpioions 1 most veikerate, and 1 wStcheyiaf; 
'Ae dictates of my own conscience. 

Ton Sir^ have accused me of fanaticism. Be it so. I have 
no desire to (Usclaim a fanaticism which I share in common with 
the greatest, and wisest, and best of men. Such a fanaticism I 
liaveno ambicioa to exchange, for that cool-blooded scepticism 
which, pronounces, in -the language of ycmr friend, Mr. Norrif, 
that no other issue is to be expected from the exertions of Bible 
Societies than ** THAT righteousness or life shau* auo 

^9m CAST AW AT, AMD THE CTMOST LlCCNTlOUSlOBSly BOm 
'* IH ^PlM&Oil AND THACTICE, BE B8TABbISHEl>*'! 

I am. Right Reverend, 

Toor Humble Servant^ 

WILLIAM JAY. 
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COMPARISON OP THE BIBLE SOCIETY WITH 

THE ILLUMINATI. 

"Tonr Lordship's acquaintance with the iastitution (the 
'* British and Foreign Bible Society) must, from your great 
'* engagements, be necessarily limited to "what passes under 
'^ your own eye, when presiding at its pubKe meetings^ and Us 
^^traveUing agitators are suek eompleie adepts in getting up 
** these enccmiaf that there would be as effectual security taken, 
*^ to keep down every expression, look, or gesture, w^i^cli could 
'^ excite a moment's jealousy in your Lordship's ipind, as fhe 
*^ Oermari Uluminees were wont to take, in thfir exoteric exbiUr 
^* tions, to repress whatever might give iimhnige to t^fir noble 
'* or royal patrons." (p. 7.) 

In reference to the distinctions between the Parent Institu- 
tion, and its auxiliaries and their associa^ Mr. Norris ob- 
serves, " In the very highest degrees of the prder (via. the fflu- 
minees) there were modified mysteries ipf* fhp&e l^fH bjf %k&f 
rank, were to serve as a protection toits inlf^, without juiow?* 
" ing their oodency*" (p. 1,) 

'< The delicate office of estordoners, is assigned over to Ae 
^ ladies, who are for this purpose, embodied in a sub-society, 
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" a male counsellor or two, beiDg charged with the duty of re- 
'^gular attendance upon their meetings, to act as a sort of 
" safety-valve to a machine containing highly effervescent m- 
^* gredienis.^^ (p. 9.) To this is added the following note : 
" In that horrid letter from Baron Distfurt, under the iUumin- 
^ ized designation of Minos to Sebastian, another conspirator, 
'' suggesting the plan of a female Uluminee association^ which 
*^ is recorded by Professor Robison, in his proofs of a conspi- 
''.racy ; the same male oversight to give the proper tone to the 
" proceedings, is laid down as indispensable." 

Speaking of Mr, Dudley's exertions in the service of the 
Society, he remarks, '* German iUuminism, it appears, had in 
''Baron Knigge, a propagandist of equal energy.'' (p. 13.) 

Mr. Norris, speaking of certain members of a Bible Society, 
calls them, " the thoroughly illumined members." (p. 14.) 

REMARKS ON FEMALE BIBLE SOCIETIES. 

" The Bible Society began its career by trepanning ladies 
" into its assemblies, to be the auditors of its seductioe and tn* 
^^Jlammatory harangues, and thus it has corrupted a generation 
" for its own purposes, (p. 9.) 

" The progress offemalt demoralization among that portion 
" of the sex which has fallen a prey to Bible Society beguile- 
" ments, may be traced by any one who has had the daily re- 
" gistersof the period within his reach, and sufficient command 
" of time for the investigation : that it has been progressive^ 
" is well known to those who have been observers of the devel* 
" opemeat of the Bible Societies' plans," 

• 

A by-law, requiring a matron and a younger lady to act as 
colleagues in collecting subscriptions, is an " obviously vmkei 
" device, of sending forth in couples, a young lady and her 
" duenna^ to pte her confidence, to tutor her in playing off her 
[^ winning airs, and to cover her retreat in case of an unwel* 
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'< cone reception." (p. 12.) The permission granted to cer^* 
tain young ladies to attend the meetings of the ladies who are 
managers of the Society is pronounced to be ^' equally demo- 
''raliiing." (p. 12.) 

Female Bible Associations are likely to become an instru- 
ment '^ of evils the most aggravated and irremediable that 
**can prey upon the vitaU of a nation — nay, the plague is b^ 
^ gun, and is already in most appalling operation." '^ Ml who 
'' %oi$ht well to mankind^ are equally concerned in the suppres- 
"sion of these anomalous and unnatural institutions." (p. 14.) 

The regulations of the British and Foreign Bible Societi^i 
relative to female associations, caU down upon that institution 
'^ the indignation of every man, who knows what genuine do* 
'^ mestic happiness is, and desires to transmit it to bis posterity," 
(p. 12.) 

CHARGES AGAINST INDIVIDUALS. 

Mb. Dudley we have already seen compared to Baron 
Knigge, one of the founders of the illuminati. He is likewise 
" the society's seijeadt-major in the female department," (p. 12.) 
and " the chaplain-general of the society." (p. 45.) His work 
on Bible Societies is '^ Bible Society crafty made easy to the 
meanest capacity." (p. 8.) 

Dr. Claudius Buchanan was recommended by "certain 
" indications of talent and character," to the "party self-de- 
** signated evangelical, as a very promising instrument for pro- 
'* seeming their Resigns;" and he "occupies one of the most 
" distinguished niches in the Bible Society's pantheon.^' His 
"third era of light had darkened our understanding." (p. 46.) 

The Rkv. Mk. Cunningham is " the Coriphoeus of the So- 
" dety." (p. 38.) Mr. Norris says of this distinguished divine, 
** Mr. Cunningham in his sermon already referred to, represents 
" himself and his brother associates, ^ standing like the prophet 
^ of old between the friends and enemies of true religion.' He 






30 

'^ has Dot specified ibit prophet to whom he aUndes; bat Ba-' 
^ kumf as far as my acqoainlaiice with scriptare extends, is the 
'^ only prophet to be seen there in such a position.'* " It wiU 
" not escape observationy that in the instrumenii employed, and 
** the great honour bestowed in remuneration of Balaam's 
" very essential services, there are materials for a more extended 
" comparison.^^ (p. 28.) 

The Rev. Mk. Cottlril is a ** mentaBy intoncated pane- 
•-gyrist." (p. 46.) 

The Ref. Mh. Owen " got so far beside himself as to fire 
''the imagination of the amateurs of religions ronianceJ^* 
(p. 47.) 

t 

The Ret. Mb. Qharleb is a "renegado clergyman." 
(p. 48.) 

The Rev. Leander Van Ess ^^has only to pour forth a 
'* stream of canting supplication, throwing in at proper inter- 
** vals, ' noble society,' • reverend society,' ' excellent society,* 
'* ^ magnanimous society,' and the remittance is ordered agree- 
" ably to the prayer of his petition." (p. 55.) 

The Rev. Mr. Gisbokne is '' as outrageous as fimatical 
'^ phrenzy can make him." (p. 63.) 

The Serampore establishment, for translating the scrip- 
tures, '^ has been happily designated the ^ spiritual steam en- 
" gine of the east'." 

The London Missionary Sooibtt do a certain act to 
''complete the knavery." (p. 34.) 

The Bible Society in St. Petersburgh is a " vipe»," 

* Uhop Hobartjostifies the epithets applied to Messrs. Cotteril and Owen, 
Ml Ihe gromid, that thay indulged in extravagant expectations Unm the effects 
of Bible Societies. Admit that they did,, was saeb Ifrngmge to haTS beta ex* 
pected from a companion of bishops and noUet towards hi»ovwa hrBUurm m'tha 
cantcnr 
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which the English mercbants in (hat citjr had admitted into 
their bosom, (p. 34.) 

m 

ASSERTIONS RESPECTING THE BRiTISH AND 

FOREIGN BIBLE SOCIETY. 

^In my conscience I believe, thai quietness, peace, and 
'* love feive rarely been assailed by a confederacy from which 
*^ M christian people have more io dread than b threatened by 
^* this institation.'' (P- !•) 

It is *' an institution teeming with aU the mischief which the 
^* puritanical visions of reformation engendered.^' (p. 20.) 

In reference to the Society's translations of the scriptupeSf 
Mr. Norris observes, '' this spending of its strength at such a 
"distance, when there are such crying necessities at homCi 
'* would be wholly unaccountable, but for the outlandish names 
** of the dialects, which are equally important in a financial 
*^ point of view, with the introduction o^ foreigners at its public 
'* meetings, to interest the ladies* with broken English; or 
*^ tattooed Esquimaux Indians^ to awaken their sensibilides by 
^^ gestures and contortions." (p. 47.) 

The Society is guilty of " breach of faith," and " complex 
** dishonesty is fastened upon it, unmitigated by a shadow of an 
••excuse." (p. 63.) 

The Society is charged with •* shop-keeping trickery" and 
« falsehood." (p. 53.) 

•'In the face of all the Bible anecdotes, tricked out in such 
'• diversified particularity, in association reports, I have no hesi- 
'• tation in denying it to have been any where practically de- 
<• mmstrated, that the Bible Society's labours have generally 
••promoted Christianity; or in disputing the theory of this 
•• proposition, that there is any tendency in those labours to pro- 
mote it through the world." (p. 36.) 
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* Itio luippeiis,«hatladiefy forwantofroooii are not admitted at the meetiiigs 
of tlie British and Foieign Bible Sodetf. 
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** I appeal to yoar lordship, whether, ootwithstandiog die 
^* greatly increased exertion of the Church during the period, 
^ infidelity and blasphemy have not been gathering confidence^ 
** and spreading their contagion almoH in an equal degree wiik 
" the Bible Society's progreaum V* (p. 36.) 

" When the contempt brought upon the Scriptures by the So* 
*^ ciety's method of distributing them is considered-— when, 
'* moreover, its terms of communion are added to the account, 
" that the faith shall be held in diversity instead of the unity of 
*^ the spirit, and propagated in discordance instead of the bond 
'^ of peace ; what other issue is to be expected, than that righ- 
" teousness of life shall also be cast away,' and the utmost 

^ LICENTIOUSNESS, BOTH OF OPINION AND PHACTICE, BB BS* 
** TABLI8HED ?** (p. 37.) 
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